Box 575, Jahns H pkins University 
Baltimore 18, Ma, 
22 Jan. 1951, 


Dear Mr, Newman-- 


Thank you for the comlimentary letter--'fan-mail' is a dammed rare and precious 
thing in numismatics, I'm very glad you liked the article, 


In the interests of complete accuracy, I might as well let you have the few 
corrections that should be incorporated in the article, 
Fage ll: the arrow should connect the reverses, not obverses, of 1796 G-15, 1797 D-100, 
Page 14, Hoard IX should have just preceded Hoard V, W.C.Prime published it in 1861... 
this I found out after the article went to the printers, (Coins, Medals & Seals 
page 96.) This also constitutes another "publication" besides that in the 
present article and the Damon Duglas monograph, 
Page 22, Footnote refers to asterisk on P24, second line, second paragraph, 


3 


As far as I know, the imitation halfpence are still kicking around in a drawer in 
Stack's office, They probably aren't in Mint State any more, from having jostled around 
with other, British-made, counterfeits for the nast eight or nine months, (I studied the 
hoard in May-June 1951, not from photos but from the original coins, If you want, I can 
provide you with a complete catalogue of its contents, for better substantiating the 
comments I made in this very fragmentary résumé, ) 


May I make a suggestion? In your study of these counterfeit halfpenny dies, you 
might inelude (1) the Geo,III Rex/Immune Columbia and its other mulings 
2) the Geo, III Rex/LIBER NATUS 
) the several varieties of GEO.III Rex/INDE ET LIB with Revs. Connectheout 
1788-D and I, last one Ryder 31 of Vermont, but almost gertainly not 
made in Vermont, 
Also bring in the Slafter argunehts against their having been made in Vermont, against 
C.Wyllys Betts's theory that some of these halfpence were issued from Rupert and some 
from the two Connectieut mints, 
in this connection the old story that Buel brought the "original Vermont dies" to Machins 
Mills ean be verified if by "original dies"we mean HUBS or HEAD PUNCHES, I think that 


most of the reverse figures of Britannia-alias-Liberty, Vt. or Conné were made from a 
hub, but cannot be sure of this, 


If you do find, as I strongly suspect, that a great many dies were used in this 
clandestine Machin Coinage, it will tend to confirmthe tentative conclusions I expressed 


in the article, about the issue from the Newburgh mint being much greater than commonly 
supposed, 


I will be very glad to see your contribution to this subject, I have felt for a 
lofig time that it would be possible to make up a corpus of the Newburgh issues, but have 
not known just where or how to go about finding the necessary material, The Betts work 
is based on halfnence observed, among other places, in the Yale Museum--this may be a 
good source, Also if Spink and Seaby offer "Geo, IIT halfpence, first issue, contemporary 
forgeries, 1787 and otter dates," I would say that these are likely to be the American 


issues too, I have never seen any other dates besides 1775-1787-1788 of the same workman- 
ship, 


You may be interested in hearing of a few new discoveries in the Connecticut and 
Vermont issues, (1) Ryder 29 is no longer R5--I have seen over a dozen examples, all with 
the heavy diebreak, Two are in the Smithsonian Inst. (2) Aithird Richardson 35 has 
turned ip, also an overstrike on an imitation Irish halfpenny. Identified among coins 
brought to ANS last month. (3) New varieties in Connecticuts: 1785 Obv, oS ewe Gy 


Eric P, Newman--2, 


1786 Obv. le Rev. G. 1787 Obv, 33/ Rev, Zz’, A duplicate 56-XX (see March 1928 NUMISMATIST) 
was dist¢overed and is now with the Canfield goings in ANS, 34 own the 33'Z’ which is fing 
and the only one I have heard of, Also M.16°NN° and 33°°Z~ with the die badly broken, 

far worse than described, 


Stuart Mosher tells me that he sent you that unlisted Fugio with Reversd B quite 
long ago, out of the Mint Collection, (It is possible, though I can't prove it, that 
the Mint's choice Fugios including this one came out of the Sth Svenue Hoard. ff have 
no record about these coins.) Dog you still have it? Does Damon Douglas have a photo 
of the coin? (He wanted a photo for his forthcoming monograph on Jarvis and the Fugios, 
and this variety was not one he had any record of.) 


I will be very glad to hear from you, and to be of any help possible with your 
forthcoming study of Machin's ha]fpence and the like, 


Most sincerely, 


Wolter Breas, 


Walter Breen 


c/o Stuart Mosher 
Smithsonian Institution 
Washington 25, D.C. 
30 Jan. 1951. 


Dear Mr. Newman: 


When you published the Fugio Cent varieties in the Jane 19:9 Coin voll. 
Journal, you said that (among other things) you would appreciate information 
relating to any unlistédedies or mulings. I trust that this still holds good, 
and that the presence of such discoveries may pardon my intrusion. 


By courtesy of Mir. Mosher, I have spent considerable time on the ‘ational 
Collection (formerly the Mint Pape Pe, and can report the following Fugios 
ineluding this one new die which ought to be published (if indeed it has not been 
_ reported to you before): 
(appoceLn) pan 
191) Mint Catalogue, #9, lists your pattern 1-G¢ in copper~-missing. 
Of the regular issue: : 
13-X, Two specimens, (Inéidentally, this seems to be one of the nommonest, ) 
Obv. new. Rev. B, cracked as described, 
Obv. described: Center of ornament over center of I. Answers most of the 
descripiions for obv. 11, but the followin will make the differentiation 
Clear: (1) 8 open at top, as in Obv. 10, (2) FU too close. (3) Both U's 
recut at rt. top. (4) E in BUSINESS low, and the rt. top of N is high. 
(5) H53: M123: H6k: M6. No diecracks observed on this obverse. 


in accessions to the collection, not on displays 
$-B; 13-R (two specimens); 15-Y and 18-U, 


Double-checking on the above new obverse has failed to prove that it is like 
anything you have described, and I feel justified in reporting it as unlisted, 
and worth your notice. I wonder, incidentally, if any other new dies or mulings) 


appear that some varicties are quibe rare and worth well over catalogue, besides 
the famous 1l1-A, especially if anything can be judged by Mr. Boyd's specimens 

being so worn. In differentiating between like obverses I also use by way of a 
check the position of the round ball—like ornaments on base over the letters OU 


About Fugio patterns, I'm wondering what haPpened to the others which a: peared 
in the Whitman sale, catalogued by Chapmans (Aug. 1893) Some of those you pee 
undoubtedly were the Whitman ere » said to be from Bushnell's collection. 
Besides those you list 1at i sby mention iiver Sion of your 
1OI~AA, from Francis loffman coll. (sold 1866) bo Dr. E.llaris and (ater) Tet. arrett. 
(2) 101-BB. Silver in Whitman sale reported as 15s grains, copper 137 grains, 

brass 1283 grains. (3) 101-EE also reported silver 1505 grains, copper 112 grains, 
(4) Whitman's 103-EE in silver 135 grains, brass 1254 grains. I don't think the 
Chapman brothers were so mistaken on the compositions of these. But where then 

are the specinens today? or are they fakes? speculation in a void, 

















and following; the pieces there were in Dr. Hall collection, and so far I haven't 

heard any more of then. (I have no copy of the article at hand.) It may be there, 

for instance, that the presence or absence of UNITED * STATES x on the central ring 

of your Rev,-EE is decided, Again, one other thing you might have mentioned: From 

the few lpbfessions I have rar Ov. 5 resembles the pattern obv. 103 and no other 
i. Be ie.i" pater 


a 


die of this series, in having the extra large ornaments outside the sundial; 
this shows (though weakly) on your plate, and I seem to recall its being true 
in a couple of old auction catalogues that illustrated this piece. I have 
never seen any actual impression from this die, 


May I ppint out that Revs. AA-BB-CC probably came from the same hub but all 
could not be alterations of the same COINAGE die, except that Rev. BB could 
be and probably IS the same die as AA with the eye added. Also that if the 
hub had any lettering on it at all, the AMERICAN - CONGRESS + probably wasn't 
part of it, judging by the variation in position of those words on the central 
rings. (Rev. CC has AMERICAN on top.) This too might have been decided by 
Crosby's discussion of the hub impressions, 


In closing, may I express a hope that the above will mmsk have sufficient 
relevance he merit a little investigation, and that these next few months will 


perhaps be marked by the discovery of the remaining new varieties which Crosby 
indicated to exist. May I hear fron you? 


Respectfully, 


Wokte Bree, 


Walter Breen, 


February 6, 1951 


Mr. Walter Breen 

C/o Stuart Mosher 
Smithsonian Institution 
Washington 25, D.C. 


Dear ¥r. Breen: 


I was delighted to reeeive your letter of January 39, 1951, and will 
be glad to study all the questions you have raised. 


off-hand I wish to advise you that pattern 1-C.C. is actually the 
sane as 102 C.C. and is mentioned in copper in my article. I shovld 
have made that clearer. 


I definitely wish to obtain a picture of the new obverse which you have 
found. Is it possible for you to have a photostatic enlargement taken 
or you can send it to the American Mumismetie Society for a photograph 
or perhaps Smithsonian is able to make a photograph of it. A diffused 
soft light end a black background seems to be the best way to picture 
these coins. 


I have received information concerning one new die and one new combin~ 
ation but I have been waiting to examine a very important collection 
which is not availeble to me and where, I am advised, certain ad- 
ditional items will be found. 


As you realize, this subject was very neglected and I had to tackle 

it cold, i am surprised that more new varicties were not turned up 
bat as soon as I get further information I can revise the entire 
article and re-publish it. I shall certainly welcome any reasearch 

or help which you might give me. I will certainly give further cone 
sideration to the position of the balls in the design of the base 
relative to the lettering. I have a number of these distinguishing _ 
points which I rejeeted in favor of the use of the capital "I® but I am 
oo ae satisfied thet I have found the best basis for distinguishing 
the er S@e 


Please let me hear from you again with respect to this and any other 
research you do on early American coinage. 
rf 


Are you conneeted with the Smithsonian Institution or are you merely 
helping “Ir. Mosher? 


EPNewman jatb _ Sineerely yours, 


rHie]/s) 


c/o Stuart Mosher 
Smithsonian Institution 
Wash ingtén’25, D.C. 


Dear ir. Newman: 
Glad to hear from you. Your ‘letter just reached me today. 


In answer to the questions you asked, may 1 say that I have no 
photographic equipment available to me in Washington, but that there 
are two very définite possibilities for getting this preswumable new 
obverse published. One is the fact that I anticipate some photographic 
work to be done in the not, too distant future which will end in publishing 
a number of coins fron the Mint Cabinet, via illustrations in Trae NUMISMATIST. 
The second is the quite large possibility of a new catalogue of the Mint 
Cabinet beins put out, extensively illustrated, by the Smithsonian. In 
wither event I will make a point of letting you have a photograph of the 
new obverse plus any others you require.’ I‘note that a great many of the 
Fugios on ‘your plate do not show up well and appear to be worn, even of 
what seem to be the commoner varieties; several of those I listed to you, 
including this new variety, are quite sharp--near Mint State. —There is 
also a chance (too nebulous to say for sure) .that Homer Downing? may arrange 
to have certain of the large cents photographed that are in the same collection. 
This is because quite a number of rarities and unlisted varieties. (especially 
in the later dates, 1816-57) are tobe found’ there, none being illustrated 
in Newcomb. If the chance materializes before these other things. do—-you 
know how slow governmentrist--I will try to arrange for photography of this 
new obverse. 


What I would like to see would be a collaboration between you (for the 
die varieties and patterns) and Damon Douglas (for the history), published 
as a Monograph or Numismatic Stuy by ANS. I haven't talked to Mr. D. about 
it, but I doubt that hé would be too much against it. The idea would be to 
advance this ANS project of bringing Crosby up to date (recall Mr. Noe's 
excellent works on the Massachusetts silver) and gradually put out a corpus 
of Early American coins, perhaps as definitive as the late Victor Emaanuel's 
on the Italian, and certainly benefited by Mr. Noe-~and others—! bringing in 
the methods of Greek mmismaties. The reason for a collaboration being 
stressed would be to save the trouble of having two books published where 
one could handle the whole thing--witness Crosby on the 1793 copper coinage. 


ft realize your pattern 1-C¢ is same as 102-CC. But I merely meant to 
drop for convenience the duplicate designation 102 for the same die, depending 
of course whether the obv. should be strictly calTed a regular die miled once 
with a pattern reversé of a PATTERN obverse muled with three rege reverses.s 
Sorry I was unclear, 


I'll be ggad to help in any way I can. Just name your series and your 
questions; everything from Mass. silver to Mint issues including pattern & 
experimental pieces. I have done intensive research on all of these during 
the past several years, and particularly since 1950. Right now I'm only doing 
unofficial help at the Smithsonian with Mr, Mosher—-attributing all the American 
issues in the Bint Cabinet, doing a litt]@ in The NUMISMATIST, otheythings of 
the kind. My real assignment in Washington is digging up material on the same 
99% UNPUBLISiiDin the National Archives, and I have amassed an enormous quantity of data, 

in the brief month and a half I've been here. This will be available for 
answering your questions if you wish--provided that answers exist! 
Regards, 
Over 


Welt Green 


throw 1913 < 


July 17, 1951 


Mr. Walter Breen 

C/o Stuart Mosher 
Smithsonian Institutioh 
Washington 25, D. C. 


Dear Mr.Breen: 


Earlier this year we had some correspondence withrespect to 
Fugio Cents in the cabinet of the Smithsonian Institution, and 
you described to me a new obverse. You indicated that you 
would try to get me a picture tHe next time photographs were 
taken of other materials and I have been waiting in hope that 
I would receive such a picture. 


In the meantime, I am wondering if you would be kind enough to 
send me a more complete descri;tion of the obverse. You have 
indicated that it is very similar to obverse 11 and answers most 
of its description and I am wondering whether the center cross 
piece of the "EZ" slants down or does the second "S" in "BUSINESS" 
tilt right. You also indicated that the right top of each "U" 
is double cut and I want to make sure that you mean the "U" in- 
"YOUR" and the "U" in "BUSINESS". You have also indicated that 
the right top of the "N" is high and I am wondering whether 
that is the "N* in "MIND" or the "N" in "BUSINESS" as I assume 
it is the "N" in "MIND". Please let me know the position of 
‘both the base and the top of this "N" with respect to the ad- 
jacent letters. Likewise, you indicate the "E" is low and I 
would like to know whether both the base and the top of the "E" 
‘is low as compared to the adjacent letters. 


If you are not, at the present time, in the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, perhaps you could turn this letter over to some one who 
could readily get this information. — 


/ 


Thank you for your cooperation. - | Seeks 
Very truly yours, 


EPN;atb 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
UNITED STATES NATIONAL MUSEUM 
WASHINGTON 25, D. Cc. 


July 19,1951 


Mr. Eric P, Newman 

Edison Brothers Stores ine. 
315 Washington Avenue 

St. Louis, Mo. 


Dear Mr. Newman: 


This acknowledges yours of July 17, addressed jointly 
to Walter Breen and myself, Walter has not visited the 
Museum for several months and I do not know when I will 
see him again, 


Being aware of your interest in Fugio coppers I am taking 
the liberty of submitting the piece which Walter believes 
to be an unlisted obverse variety. 


You may thus examine this at your leisure and return it 
at your convenience, 


Walter Breen, though very young, is a very observing nu- 
matist. Until he visited here last winter he was not aware 
that you had had an article published on Fugios, I brought 


it to his attention and he discovered the enclosed piece in 
very short order, 


In the event you wish further ififormation on the coins in 


the National Numismatic Collections I should be very glad 
to furnish it, 


Cordially yours, 


Associate Curator of 
Numismatics 


July 27, 1951 


Mr. Stuart Maiher, 

Associate Curator of Numismatics 
Smithsonian Institution 

United States National Museum 
Washington 25, D.C. 


‘Dear Sir: . 


Receipt is eobutseeee of your letter of July 19, 
1951, regarding the Fugio coppers. 


Mr. Newman is on vacation at present and I will 


bring your letter to his attention upon his return 
to the city. 


Very truly yours, 


r 
ee 
aa ne 


Secretary to) 
Eric P. Newman 


\ 
atb 


August 16, 1951 


Mr. Stuart Mosher 

Associate Curator of Numismatics 
Smithsonian Institution 

United States National Museum 
Washington 25, D. ©. 


Dear Mr. Mosher: 


Although I never have had the opportunity of meeting you, 

your knowledge and interest in numismaties makes me feel close 
to you. I have, for 25 years, been a sincere numismatist - . 
lacking only the desire to go to Coin Conventions. I certainly 
will come to see you the next time I am in Washington. © 


The Fugio cent which you sent to me in your letter of July 19, 
1951 is Newman 11(B) and is net a new variety 4s Walter Breen 
thought it might be. The photographs with my article possibly 
should have been larger so that this would be readily notice- 
able, however, I am appreciative of anybody trying .to find new 
varieties as there must be others. Frankly, I am astounded 

at the fact that the Fugio cent, being the first United States 
copper issued, is not respected in the minds of numismatists 
as other than a colonial coin. I am returning the coin you 
sent me herewith. ee, 


\ 


Your statement that you would furnish me with information of — 
other coins in the National collection is very much appreciated 
and I should like to have informe ieee ith a ptt to an article 
I am working on regarding 41 itation British halfpence made in 
America. These are the coppers with Georgius III Rex on the _ 
obverse and Brittania and the date on the reverse. I am prin- 
cipally interested in seeing any coins of that nature which 

you have dated between 1776 and 1788. I have assembled a 

number of varieties and and trying to tie the dies together 

in style as well as mulings to prove that the activities at 
Machin's Mills, in Newburg, New York, were principally making 
imitation English halfpence while they were waiting for author- 
ity to coin coppers for New York. Would you be kind enough to 
see what there is in the National collection along this line? 









be 


Page 2 
Mr. Stuart Mosher Aagust 16, 1951 


You might look in the Connecticut and Vermont cents only as 
certain of these, as you know, heve mulings of British dies 
such as Ryder 13 and 31 of Vermont and 1788 reverse D of 
Connecticut. 


Thanks again for your cooperation. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN;atb 
Enel. 


January 17, 1952 


Mr. Walter H. Breen 
C/o Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore, Maryland 


Dear Mr. Breen: 


Your article in the January 1952 Numismatist is one of 
the most interesting articles Tf have read in many years, 
Tt just so happens that yesterday I was in New York and 
talked to Mr. Raymond and he also spoke about what fine 
work you are doing. 


The particular items that I am interested in are the 
imitation halfpence dated 1778, 1787 and 1788 which were 
made at Machens Mills. I have been working on the die 
varieties of these coins and wonder if you have the 
photographs of the 16 coins which were so dated, Where 
are those coins now? I am writing to Stack's to see if 
they are still for sale but I presume you know what dis- 
position was made of them, If they were sold I would 
appreciate knowing who bought then, I have photographs 
of all the imitations which I have been able to locate 
up until now and I have studied the matter considerably 
so that I believe I will have something to add. 


Would you let me hear from you promptly? 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 


January 2h, 1952 


Mr. Walter H. Breen ‘ 
Box $75 : 

Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore 18, Maryland 


Dear Mr. Breen: 


Thank you for your prompt reply to my letter of January 
/7 @2, 1952. I will await to hear from Stacks in connection 
_ with the imitation halfpenee but I am not sure that I am 
going to find any new varieties. I have photographed the 
Yale collection, my own collection, ANS, Douglas and others 
with respect to all die varieties and I am proceeding with 
the studies in trying to link them up with those of Vermont. 
As has been pointed out, Vermont reverses all have the 
British shield except for the 1786 baby head, All the Con- 
necticut reverses have the 3 vines in the shield. This seems 
to me to indicate that the hub for the Vermont reverses 
was made for primary use in imitations at Machins Mills 
rather than separately for Vermont because if they were for 
Vermont they probably would have removed the British insignia 
as Connecticut did. It is very difficult to check whether 
the same hub was used on all of the Vermont reverses as many 
are so poorly struck but, apparently, practically all of the 
Vermonts had facing like the hub on the obverse except Ryder 
13 0 Ryder 28 (if my memory is correct as to the military 
bust). 


Do you know where the George III Rex Liber Fatus is? I know 
it only through an early catalogue and its mention in Yeoman 
Coin Guide Book. 


The thing that shocks me is that I have never been able to 
find any other use of the obverse of Ryder 13, of the ob- 
verse Vermont-Immune or of the George III-Immune. 


T have imitation halfpence dated 1781, 178) and 1785 and the 
only one of American manufacture appears to be the 178h. Most 
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halfpence are the 1778, 1787 and 1788, as you point out. 

I have a complete digest of all the laws of the States with 
respect to counterfeiting and am satisfied that New York was 
a safe spot but that they could not make too much noise about 
it. They would not have gone to all the trouble of re-arranging 
the partnership deal at Machins Mills unless they were in 
production and they would not have been whitewashed with 
respect to making Connecticut cents in Machins Mills unless 
there was a grave suspicion that it had occurred. Granted, 
fachins Mills was set up to get the franchise for the State 
of New York but they had to make a living prior thereto and 
found that they could make coppers lighter than those which 
they were forced by law to make heavier in Connecticut and 
Vermont. 


I have a Richardson 35 in my collection ~- also a Ryder 29. 

T am not familiar with the article you mentioned as being 

by Slafter and if you would advise me where that is I will 
appreciate it. 

‘With respect to the Fugio cent which was sent to me, I found 
it was the same die as one already listed and returned it 

to Smithsonian, I can very earnestly see how you thought 

it was a new die, 


Some day we will have to meet and in the meantime I imagine 
you would like to become a doctor, 


Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 


Box 575, Johns H pkins Univ. 
Baltimore 18, Md, 
Beb. 7, 1952, 


Dear Mr. Newman-- 


Your very much appreciated reply was waitine for me upon mg return from 
midyear vacation, yesterday. Thank you, 


Now, item by item: 


Your comments appear correct and the conclusions cogent. I might add, on the 
question ofthe shields on Vermont-Comecticut-Newburgh Coins, that the only 
Connecticut cent to bear a British shield (1788 Miller 1-I) appears to have been 
a Machin's Mill product. It is significant that this reverse, 1788-Ct, I, was also 
and far more commonly used on Vermont cents, and that (if I recall correctly) the 
unique Connecticut 1-I was thought by Crosby to be a lightweight) counterfeit. 

So that the conclusions may well be: 

The Vermont reverse hub was primarily intended for counterfeit halfpenny reverses, 

The Single Connecticut die to be,r a British shield was a Vernont reverse primarily, 
unintentionally (or very lately?) used with the AUCTORI CONN, 

Atlee and Buel were responsible for all these dies, (Can we find two differing hubs? 

It ought to be possible to separate their products on the basis of style, 


The Geo.III REX/LIBER NATUS iS ef ther inthe J.W,Garrett collection or else in 
the Mass, Historical Society (hequest of William Sumner Appleton), Which, I don't 
at the moment recall, nor have I this in my notes, There are tw sources of infor- 
mation which may help you in tracing the piece; 


Either write ANS and ask someone there to look up in the INDEX this Geo, ITI/LIBER NATUS 
milinga-it wilt be found under LIBER NATUS in the section "Patterms and Tokens" r pos- 
sibly under€il""? YORHin the Colonial-State Coinages divisi.jn of the ecard file, 


Alternatively--write John J, Ford, at Ney Netherlands, He is'responsible for putting 
the coin into "Notes on the Various Denominations" in the 1951 Standard Catalogue, 
1 West 7th Sty: NYC OG 


I don't Imow the name of the curator over at Mass, Historical Society, but a letter ad- 
Cressed to them at Boylston St», Boston 15, Mass., sould bring a result. The 

curator of the J.W.Garrett collection is Ir, Sarah Blizabeth Freeman, Curator of Fine 
Arts, Johns Hopkins University; and she is more likely to respond to a request from 


ry 


outside with a big printed letterhead than she would be to a mere undergraduate like 
myself--I found this out the hard way. 


Agree with you concerning the non=-réuse of the oby, of Vt. Ryder 13 or of the 
Vt.-IMMUNE and Geo. III REX7ZIMMUNE cb¥erses, TI have, for that matter, never seen any 
other use of the obverse of Vt. Ryder iy in the hoard resembled this one, jand 


no obverse of a counterfeit halfoenny in\the hoard was made from any ofthe four hubs 
I mentioned at the close of my article.) 


As for 1781--5 halfpence, I must say that I have not been able to verify Betts's 
statement that coins of theses dates were American-made, They appear to be considerably 
Scarcer than the 1778-87-88, 
< think you are perfectly correct about the reasm for re-arranging the partnership 
contract at Newburgh. This is a fact that has been overlooked too often in discussions 
of these matters, The "“whiteWashine" of the boys at the Mills from having counterfeited 


Connecticut cents smacks g little of the Shakespearean Methinks the lady doth git 


too much." Its motive is almost certainly as you said. As it is, though, I am deity 
sure that some Connecticuts were made there, including most if not all among: 
1788 M.1-1 


Probably M.2-D, 161-D, --unless Rev. D was shipped there from New Haven 
(11.9-E and_those with the obverses of type 12 ‘) 
1787 M.-A, 11-VV \ Possibly the work of another: counterfeiter 
(?) iL -WW. 


and some Vermonts: 
Ryder 1, 13, 31 and its cognates, and very likely the other mlings with Reverse el 
1788-Ct.I.: Ryder 25-28-29, Very likely Ryder 27 $000 (ch hen d almast sdanfical wiih Teg 1757 
More difficult to tell here because so many varieties have the same hub as that 
used on Ryder 31. 


nn Wins maak ~ ; : s 


The Slafter article is called "The Vermont Coinage" and was an 1869 reprint from 
some periodical of the Vermont Historical Society. The copy I saw was in ANS. Maybe 
they would let you have a microfilmed copy. Author: (Rev.4) Edmund F, Slafter. 

+ gives a good bit of evidence against the Rupert mint's being the origin of any of 
the counterfeit halfpence, GEO.ITIZINDE ET LIBs, etc., and (for the first time so far 
as I know) tells about Machin's Mill and what went on there. 


You say that the Fugio was one already listed by you. Then it could only have 
been your 11-B, and probably the error lay in“a ii cut of Obverse 11 being available? 
The illustrations in the Coin Soll, Journal are not exactly the easiest on the eyes. 

If it WASN?T your 11-B, then Mr. Mosher sent you the wrong coin. I recall mentioning 
the similarity between the supposed new obverse and your die 11, but the halftone cut 
didn't make it at all clear that they were the same, 


We may meet sooner than you think, I expect to attend the ANA Convention in 
New York this August, 


Best regards to you too. 


Most sincerely, 


Wallti Breen 


Incidentally, you may be interested in the enclosure--the complete catalogue of 

the Fairfield County hoard, I hear from Stacks that the hoard was sold intact), del 

{including the false halfpence) to a New Englander with a name entling in tier {perhaps 
(sed. ert Crotier or something like it--and that they were writing you that information plus 

the name and addressAéf the new owner. Good luck in your researches. 


Mareh 13, 1952 


Mr. Walter Breen 


Box 575 ans a 
Johns i opkins Gospital > , 


Baltimore 18, Maryland 
Dear Mr. Breen: 


I was delighted with your letter of February 7, 1952 with 
reference to the Fairfield County Hoard and miscellaneous 
Machins Mills problems. TI succeeded in acquiring a few 
of the imitation halfpence from the hoard from Stacks, 
among which was your No. 56, the one with the "C" instead 
of the "G" in “Ceorcius". Although it is not the identical 
"CG", used on the other Machins Mills coins, it seems to be 
similar to other Connecticut and Vermont punches, It also 
has another American trait, namely, that the British Union 
in the shield does not have any double outline on the 
crosses as do all the British imitations, 


One of the problems which is bothering me at the present - 
time is the "E.G.Fecit" on the one variety of pewter dollars 
of 1776. Is that an American diemaker or a British one? 
There is a reference in the 1909 Numismatist to Ephraim Getz 
but I have never been able to verify this in the slightest 
degree and I believe it is some sort of confusion with the 
"Getz" of Lancaster, Pennsylvania, who, in 1792, was con- 
sidered for the past at the mint. ‘Have you any ideas as 

to where we can find out who Mr, "E.G." is? T am positive 
that the pewter dollars were made in 1776 and were not a 
subsequent fabrication, 


From time to time I have been in correspondence with Dr, 
Freeman and am looking forward to the time when the material 
at Johns Hopkins from the Garrett colle ction is available 

for study. Dr. Freeman has given me certain information from 
the collection but I am sure that it would be very worthwhile 
if a detailed Catalogue of that collection were published, 

at least of the colonial» section, 


Kindest regards, 
Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 


March 28, 1952 


Mr.Walter Breen 

Box 575 

John Hopkins University 
Baltimore 18, Maryland 


Dear Mr.Breen: 


I am enclosing a rough draft of the paper f 
am writing on the Continental Currency coin- 
age and thought it might be interesting for 
you to review the same and write your comments 
on the margin and return it to me. I think you 
will enjoy some of the information which is 
expressed therein, If you do not have time 

to make the Comments, please return it. 


Thanks for your continued help. 


Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 


April h, 1952 


Myr. Walter Breen | 
Box 575 Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore 18, Maryland 


Dear Mr. Breen: 


Thank you so much for your comments concerning the 

Gontinental Gurreney Pewter Dollars. There will be 
cuts of all items and I am going to add notes some~- 
what along the lines you suggest. 


The reverse which was used with the obverse "currencey" 
4s the same one used with the E. G. Feeit and the same 
one af used in the obverse with the ornament which I 
have not yet deseribed. I have received Adams’ notebook 
from the American Numismatic Society. 


The most disappointing thing is that I have a detailed 
letter from a Mr. Martin in Lancaster stating that 
they can find no record of Ephraim Getz or any other 
E. Gets; they state that Peter Getz died December 29, 
1799 at the age of h7, which would make him being born 
in 1753. This is different from what Dickenson states 
but Dickenson is usually wrong. The father of Peter 
Getz was John Getz, a farmer. The grandfather was 
Johan Gets, an immigrant,who landed at the Port of 
Philadelphia in 1733. There is no estate of any one 
by the name of &, Gets in or around Lancaster. Certainly 
the foregoing does not show that John Getz could not 
have had another child, There seems to be no birth 
reeords. I will continue to work on the matter. 


Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 


June S» 19 52 


Mr. Walter Breen 
Box 575 Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore 158, Maryland 


Dear Mr. Breen: 


With respect to the article on half cents in the "Numismatist", 
I have a nice collection of half cents but can't help you very 
much. : 7 


1. The 18h9 small date restrike has the identical reverse showing 
the recut letters ag the other small berry rare date reverses. 


2. IT have an 1826 dull proof, My 1856 proof is not from the recut 
die and is strictly from the regular die, While you did not in- 
dicate proofs of 1856 and 1857 were both from the reeut die, I 
merely want you to know that my 1856 is from the regular die and. 
my 1857 is from the reeut die. I also call your attention to 


the fact that the 1856 half cent pattern in nickel is from th 
regular die. 


3. I have speciments both of 1795 and 1797 which are struck over 
T.A.& L. cents. 


I hope other people are in a position to help you as a provision 


in the book on half cents is not only necessary, but will inerease 
in the group. 


I might state that Mr,Johnston always felt that the 1808 over 07 
half cent was a very great rarity in top condition and I have a 
beauty. I also have a lovely 1811 half cent with the heavy die 
break. Incidentally, on my 1831 half cent G-1A, the die crack 
extends all the way across the coin from the "te" in "States", 
through the "a" in "half", over the top of the "1" in "half", and 
though the "f" in “of" to the border. 


Kindest personal regards. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atd 


ISU r ‘ke Tepe Rev of ion 


OBnivten 


~ 


Box 575, Johns i pine University 
Baltimore 18, Md. 
June &s 1993 


Dear Mr, Newnan: 


THank you for vours of June 5, You don't need to deprecate your col lection or 
its irmmortance with respect to the forthcoming ln a actually, sore of the veer 
vou mention in your letter are potentially of extreme immortance, 


First of all, let me point out one or two things about the article in the May 
NUMISMATIST, £ urate this article quite a few months ago, before I had foul’ the — > 
opnortunity to study Joseph Brobston's collection; many of the questions I asked 
therein were ee by Brobston's (virtually canplete) set of half-cents, 

Second, there are two small errors in the article, neither of too ereat, caper ease 

(1) Onitted--Gilbert has the wrong obverse showm on plate for 1€06-G2, He illustrated 

a second Gl obv. instead, (2) Diebreal: GIA is from TE in UNITED, (I knew that on 
some few specimens, as on yours, Bhe break extends throvgh A in HALF, F in OF to border. ) 
The G1A with the reverse cracke a is very rare, although with uneracked reverse this 
restrike is commoner thay the original. 


Now about your om coins. At your convenience, will you ‘please inform me of the 

answers to the following questions? 

(1) 1826 Proof, ‘What Gilbert number? Is this a genuine Prof-—-i.e. will it pass Newconb's 
test (perfect surface, perfectly struck and entered, all stars Pilled, ete, yt 

(2) 1856 Proof, Can you identify which reverse it has from the anelosed deserip tion of: 
the Late Inte reverses? I have reason to believe that this coin may be a new variety 
entirely, or possibly a restri! ie y if indeed it is a procf, Can you bring the coin 
with you when you come testhe ANA Convention gn August? 

(3) What is the weight in grains of your nickel half-cent of 1856? Is its color the — 
sane as that on the flying eagle cents? or more like pale gold? ee 

(1) What varicties of 1795-7 have you which abe overstruck? I know of 1795 GS, 1797 ca 

} and Gi only. 

(5) Do vou know amr collectors who om 1825-6, 189 G3, on om 1853 pronto? or the 
varieties named below? ; 
1793--Die Ye from middle lock to’cap to border, 
179 == G9 > deat letters on edge, G3 ornament before and after DOLLAR or no ornament, 
1795~-G3 without break or suelting over AMER} G6 thick planchet; G7 or G.. 5 
1796 G2, (I Imow only three collectors with them: Brobston, Wayte Raymond and EL sage ae 

berg; but there are two other specimens floating 7. and possibly Sires ne 

1797 Gl above Fines Ge with gripped edge--lock at your 


| 532 ., 160) G9-10-11, 1805 G3, al, 1606 G2. (WL buy as 
3-)\- toins ag7you can turn up.) 






many of “hese, + 


“Ay * 





OPM Shave 1807 With the diebreak over TY, 1808 G3. 1825 G2 With the, heavy dieb yeale "aa on obv. A 
-1831 or 36 G2; 1852 G1 (I now only Boyd and BrobBton~--don't Ima: if TE “sas has re. 
185], The bras< specimen in the Crosby collections the are one in the Woodin 


anc Judson Sromer collections, AW192,— fi 

1856 The mule with obv, of the Flying Eagle cent and the 5 lar half-cent Weversé, oe 

NG ahs inendeoned ae “Weetad D cue’? in he Pet iky x = * rn , #3 Ea 

About conditions, I exect to use Dr, Sheldon's system ote condition grading and x 

basal values on the half-cents3; this will point up the fact that many varieties are ss Ps 
vastly underrated, Johnson was perfeetly correct in saying that 1908/7 was RRR in top 
condition, My records give this a Condition Census of 5-20. What condition is vours? 
pe. and 1007 are also very hard to find in top condition, Never have seen an 1807 over 
U=50, and only 2 or 3 better than Ey Tine, Other: v od varieties are 179); hed 8 
aoe very rare in VF; 1795 G6, especially wit 1 thick 7 Ge. i; Os 


of qui te. considerable 
I? "5 TSB have of each © 









I hope to hear from you on | the above questions, Th 
help. It would be even better if you could let 
variety before 4825, and what varieties you own. — 


RE Ashe OF TES. tite. DAtE Hite .Cayrs harks cael 1 ryt 8: Sang ‘85. Shel doats) ED 


. 
ie eke : y c £ DSTA: SC! 


€: 


ss _ el 


co 


18312 Original (G1)--SPC..R. WR. C. Bie of 18632 G2, Ré, 
First Restrike-= (GL pRevs sane ag,.1936, Lie BB ob rubebeg « REET Ae: Perfect and, cracked! 


“a638,. 


through Tu, A, F, SIC, NL. HR. ire : 


Seeone Res strike, la “18 o~€. Rr. harest of all all berry” ‘restrilessso' 


tren } \ / 
‘a3 = ah } ‘ a ft 
< <€ r oy = 
e * SZ 


Second neptrike. eae Salt ernie, Love ‘Saue..as GiLor rte GH, -desoribed-below. Wy 


ig ft 


Ord, aiuke Cless SPs Se WR: ‘Cod pert feck Rha std igiw on r 
eee from original die--has obverse bulged, revergé; ATR GENE: a ace peat, and 
some wear and retooling on ates as on the LE31-OIA, Net cracked, R? 


ae  virtte leet! 8 
ve {et * 


a 


ert fi ae fe | 
avis 


As Large ta, eiaxei on coinage ake. ee unk Lincbeaes Peapobbbad: sfelds: fe 2 


oBtens fourteenth leaf unustal.! ly Longs, 2lioberries except, one op! sesite H-of HALF reworked 


ang wade double : original size 3. nal. therriés have..stens,on early-imresslongsea.445% 
Restrikes exist from this die in various..dates: ~2052-Gh for instances. Enotaese the 
single,s all. berry , (at-.H).ismoy alagst invisible; many diessurfaees Snowe Mean, and 
some berrics are stenless, Tet me Inow what G-1's you have have-that- show tiis.: 


ee 





B. Same as 1856-B, Double impressi Lons on everything) -esp. nétie¢éabbe atxCiNffan) ribbon. 
Thorn on outer edge of leaf under E of AMERICA. Spur on left edge of rt. upright of tM, 
Iwo imperfections in R, one on rt, side of upright, other in Toop’ Stem under T of ChiT 
quite distant a 1 adjacent leaf; stem rt, of T in CENT broken off leaf and des not 

extend tlose to the leaf, Berry outside wreath under first A in JMET CA brats oft. its 


2 $én “and ‘Gite Far: Wistan < SFeSin sire Ba sBen, ~ el -hd. aid 526 aa 


. Sapp aid! Been: ‘horse. over HOA (Bere mR ee wenn a G=2 Gis ee on 


1852. 


over 


oe Ce . 
sal 5 eb oe VIX nb: 
2 \ 


c. late die from same emai —berry Hi but, ha pen. strengthened so that mow all, berries 
Have" sicis, albhcgh Ver ein aft weale’ ote 4° 1Sibus plain heawy ¥ ie 












Small date, 1-A, Ace Fa Se joe a or ef t OT OS 0 
-B, is in 10)p-):8, Have seen one: ob two since the, article, came OUt. 7 we) Fon poer 
C. Conjecture ly’ oSav ve never seen > (ifip=c) ae une. ¢ aE 

D, G=3aw Large date Reverse heavi Ig inpre wot aan tetart Tr of > Git Some tod to 

leaves, mall Ser ad avities: on base of Ein UIITED, | ie 

y fs have: dame reverse die. 


x 


Dh. nat 
Do. not Iatow if Sr6d Ole? Four » Or lo 2 Jnoas 


i pacha ers |' < 


43 ror 


. Rev. i below 2 of Cant ai Lscon nected from be ig pita dp toe followixi : Swed, sie hub). 


, Cann ot di sebingds sh shade, Have ‘seai ont proof with seratches over RIC! is ciuld not 
say if this were sane die as 1810-C. Not found on uncireulated specinens, tub may be 
same dies have never had the three together, i.e. proof, uncire lated and restrike with 
181:0-¢, Found with double profile le (obv. } 


A, Small berries, original, Have never seen, but this certainly exists, as there is a 
record of the single’reverBe die being cub for 1852; Winsar had a proof set of this 
year, ‘11 not be sare reverse as 7O56-B or 18h0-C, RS. 
. came as 1810 -B, 1656-B, described above, RS. 
. large berries, G-1. RS, Only three are revorted, Die of 18)0-A in worn condition, 
« Hypothetical restrike with rev, 18)0-Cc, not. seen, 


GQ ty 


Not seen in proof as yet.  Beverse, slight crumbling in CENT: plain point on left base of 
fT in, CENT: first, waht hegsteent Tron border to STATZS; later, "ines seratehes fade out, and 
a Saha line Like a crack shows on first T-of STATES thus: iy develops. 


Sten right of T in CENT thin, attenuated » Widely separated from wreath sten on its rt. 
Stem below T separated at close to leaf, Trace of compass line joi coimg AT at bases, 


July 22, 1952 


Mr. Walter Breen 

Box 575 

Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore 18, Maryland 


Dear Mr. Breen: 


I have not neglected your letter of June 6th with re- 
spect to half cents and I will try to make the half cents 
available for your examination if you wish me to. 


I don't know whether you are going to be in New York or 
whether you are remaining in Baltimore. Please let me 
know where you will be. I do not plan to come to the 
convention but I assume you are going to go. 


My article on Continental Dollars is being forwarded 
to Wayte Raymond for publication forthwith and I think 
I have clarified further issues since I sent you the 


original draft. I am sure you are one who will appreciate 
the work that went into it. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN / atb 


cfo New Netherlands, 1 W. 7th St., NYC 36. 


Dear Mr. Newman, 


Before me as I write are your two kind letters regarding the half-cents, dated 
June 5 and July 22, For these I thank you very much and send my regrets that 


I could not have answered them sconer. I have been (1) tied up with Convention 
business and aftermath, (2) on vacation, (3 out from 
under all this. The Convention catalogue, I believe, is sufficient evidamce of 


wnat I was.doing throughout most of July and part of August. 


wed 





In answer to your questions. 


The Baltimore address will no longer be good at all. I expect to remain in or 
around New York permanently. 


Yes, I do feel that it will contribute greatly to the completmess of the work 

on the half cents if you can make them available for my examination. They can be 
sent either to New Netherlands or to ANS. It is quite likely that some of your 

coins will be illustrated on the photographic plates (with your permission), but 
about this I can say no more untkl after I have seen the pieces, My intentionis 

to illustrate every variety from the finest know example, and if possible from an 
uncirculated or proof specimens and so far there are some varieties unknown to me 

in that condition, unless your collection (or Brand's) contains them, I refer to 
1793 G-l, 179) G-6, 1797 G-1 or 2, and the R-7 to 9 items (Gilbert's scale) of 1698, 4, 
1805. If you do send your half-cents to New York for my examination, please let 
me see the complete collection including duplicates if any--there are some sub-vari- 
eties and diebreaks, particularly in the later dates, which I have bem unable to 
locates and there are three or four proofs which are said to exist but which I have 
never seen, and your collection is a particularly likely place for them, 


May I add my congratulations for an excellent piece of work on the 1776 Cont, 

Currency story. It makes a good deal of sense, I have a copy of a letter from 

Ray Williamson dated Sept. 29 which suggests that since no engraver could be found 

in Philadelphia in 1776, that the work mighb have been executed by Pal Revere in the 
Boston area--especially since Elbridge Gerry was "a politician from the area where 
Paul Revere lived." This makes quite a fascinating conjecture. I have absolutely 

no evidence for or against it. Certainly the few copper patterns of 17% attributed 
(by Stickney and others) to Paul Revere betray the han@ of an inexperiemed die-cutter, 
and the style of lettering used there is not too dissimilar to that found on the 
pewter dollars. Note; A skilful engraver who had never sunk a coin die wuld be at 

a great disadvantage of just such a kind as the person responsible for these pieces 
was. I have contemporary evidence fram the Archives on the trouble Longacre had during 
his first few years at the Mint, c. 18)-5h. In 1819-5) he was repeatedly called on to 
sink dies of his own design, anf in 189 preserved his job as Engraver only by some 
quick political maneuvering--simply because of his extreme inexperience as a diesinker. 
He had, nevertheless, gotten the Engravership because of his excellence as a portrait 
engraver, Tnis story has never been published in full, I'11 tel] you about it some 
day when we both have a few hours to spare—it is quite extraordinary; not.to say 
scandalous. . . . By 1781 Revere would have attained emough:experience in diecutting 
to inake_a_ well executed State Seal of Massachusetts, The technique of eigraving the 
upner (intaglio) side of the seal, the side which made embossed impressions, on paper 
or otherwise, is enough like th,t of cutting a coin die that Revere’s (presumt ive) 
1776 work would have prepared him to meet the difficulties of comositicn in a circle 
and spacing of legends which caused trouble in hiis earlier prodicts, 


Whether or not this Revere story can be run to earth, you have certainly made a well 
motivated and executed piece of research, It is very much appreciated on this amd, 


Thanking you in advance for sending on the Half Cents, I remain 
Sincerely, Witt Gree. 


November 6, 1952 


Mr. Walter Breen 

C/o New Netherlands Coin Company 
1 West 7th Street 

New York 36,New York 


Dear Mr. Breen: . 


In order to cooperate with you in your work on half 
cents I am sending my collection of half cents to 
the American Numismatic Society for your examination 
and photography, 


I am sure you will find certain of the pieces in this ~ 
collection disgustingly gorgeous, particularly the 
1811, the 1808 over '07, and a few others. 


Please handle these as little as possible and when 
they are ready to be shipped back, please put cotton 
in the holders in the same manner I have so that they 
do not rattle in shipment and produce surface wear. 


I am enclosing a list of the coins herewith and also 
a second copy for your convenience, 


I would appreciate it if you could do your work on 
these coins promptly and have them returned to me 
by express. 

I look forward to receiving your new book on the 
subject of half cents and it will be a pleasure to 
have photographs. 


Very truly yours, 


EPN/atb 


THE-AMERICAN:NUMISMATIC:SOCIETY 
BROADWAY: BETWEEN :15514-anv-1567- STs: 
NEW ‘YORK :32, NY. 


Nov, 13, 1952, 


Eric P, Newman, Esq., 
6450 Cecil Avenue, 
St, Louis 5, Missouri, 


Dear Mr, Newman: 


In the absence of Mr, Noe who has gone to Greece 
on @ Fulbright Fellowship, I am acknowledging your 
letter of November 7th, The coins have not yet arrived 
but I assume they will be here presently, We shall 
arrange with Mr, Breen for him to examine the coins, 
and I will discuss with him the question of costs after 


he has decided which specimens he would like to have 
photographed, 


You may be sure that the collection will receive 
the best of care so long as it is with US, 


With kind regards, I am 


Sincerely yours, 
ene. 
Ping WE 


George C, Miles 
Acting Chief Curator 
GCM: rm 


e/o New Netherlands, 56 Fifth Ave., NYC 36 
19 Nov. 1952 


> 


Yar Mr, Newman, 


Your Half Cent collection provided some hours of delighted wonderment at ANS within 
the past couple of days. It is now awaiting photography (i.e. of a few finest knowns 
or excessive rarities) thereg this will be done when DeVere Baker returns, which is 
exvected to be tomorrow or the day after, 


A few comments on it follow, 

1793. G-l. One of only #7: Mint State ones known to me at presant. Yours and Harold 

Bareford's (latter ex T.J.Clarke and C Williams) are the two finest. I expect to use 

the reverse on my Plate I, unless a sharper or better-surfaced one offers itself, 

A N.J. collector paid $175 for one about the same as yours, not quite as sharp. 

1795 G7. One of only four mow, and this is the second best. The total: 

1, Joseph Brobston, About EF-lO. Cost $100. 

2. Yours. VF-25 aporoximately. 

3. Qe in about condition 5, offered by a worthless coin firm in N.Y. for about $30 ,- 
whereabouts now unknown. 

lh, Alvord-Williams, A dog: corroded and burnished. the Alvord plate, 5.H.Chapman 
gale of this collection in June 192h. 


1795 7G. Your unc. osha red one is also over a Talbot, Allum & Lee token, Commonest 
1795, but far from cormon in Mint State. 


1795 G-]. One of perhaps 6 or 8 Mint State coins. Slightly sw crior ones have brought 
$189 to $350. 


1797 G-l. 78.8 grains. The heaviest one I have ever ween. Average, 7 grains. 


Most of the 180:'s and 1805's are obtainable in Mint State for a price except for 
those rating R-6 and up. 

1806 Ge2. Now sixteen known. Yours is one of the four top coins, Others: Winsor 
#1025, not now identified, possibly one of the other three; Wayte Raymond Collection 
ex H. Ryder ex "BR@.G." 1915, whoever that was; Joseph Brobston. 


1807, Ex Cleneay #1955, and illustrated on his Plate X, The rsm breaks are very rarely 
seen, To be illustrated. 


1808/7. Probably to be illustrated, and one of the “3. top ones. The others¢s Wayte 
Raymond's, ex Ryder, ex Low, Nov. 19053 Newcorb Col@ection, ex Mougey 303, not loc, ted, 
possibly yours, It depends on how the photography turns out, of course, 


1826. Not a proof, unfortunately. 


1831, The usual 1-B, reverse of 1836 (not 1832), but with the very rare broken die. 
Wgt. 76.1 grains. 


1836. G2. Wet. 77.6 grains. Probably from Maleolm Jackson Coll, (haven't a plate 
catalogue available) or Woodin Coll .? Not the Lyman specimen. Originally ‘x 
H.R.linderman, The other one is owed by Joseph Brobston, To be illustrated. 


1811. G-2, "Proof." One of about 5 or 6 Mint State coins, and possibly one of the 


two or three top ones. The best is the MicklefStieneay -Ryder-Wayte Raymond one, 
having mostly original red. I cannot trace vours. The others were in the Warner, 
cJackman and Parmelee sales. Obviously, this was not technically a procf, as the 
Mint enly acquired equipment for making the real thing in 1016-7, and the first 
proofs (cent and half-dol.) were made in that year. 


Provenenis reopect hth, requ) m alk the ahwe, if thio ‘elt atin We much. 


All the same, this is going to be _ great help towards completing the plates, as it 
has been for the text. I had known for some time that another 1795 G7 and 18% G2 
existed, but their whereabouts were a mystery until you came thragh. 


The weights mentioned on a couple of the restrikes will become of importance. I can 
now distinguish several 'issues' in quantity of these restrikes of each date, simly 
from the average weights (a function of the thickness of the copper strips from which 
the planchets for these were cut out). All restrikes deviate from the 8l-grain standard, 
Restrikes from original dies (e.g. of 1836, 18)0-)\9) als exist, Ther can’ be detected” 
by unnaturally high polish and high wire edges, similar to thosd on yair 1836 G-2, A 
test of equal accuracy is weight. Deviation from the 8l-grain standard comes from the 
fact that when these were made, the Mint no longer had a supply of half-cent planchets 
from Boulton or Harrold or Croeker (the threes pPincipal distributors), and had not 
since 1857, when coinage was stopped. Spot check of originals shows that only in ° 
freakishly rare instances, 1600-57, does weight go below 83,ar above 85 grains; ad 
even then, the deviation is rarely more than a few tenths of a grain, Weights of a 

few restrikes: (All in grains) Te Se 

1831, 1-B. Rev. of 1836. 76,1 (yours), 82.1 (ANS), 81.8 (WR). Standard is 8h.0 
1836, 1-A, State B. 79.8 (WR), 81.8 (yours) 


1836, 1-C (G-2). 77,6 (yours) 


180. 1-B, 82.7 (WR) 
182. 1-B. 81.) (ANS) 
1-C. 96.9 (WR), 97.6 (yours) 3 
18))3..1-B;  77.6°(WR) 
184, 1-C. 96.2 (WR) 
185. 1-C. 76.4 (yours) 
186. 1-C. 96.5 (WR), 95.7 (yours) 
18:7. 1-C. 78.1 (WR), 96.2 (yours) 
1848, 1-B. 79. (ANS), 75,9 (WR) 
1852. [-B. 81.1 (WR), 8247 (ANS), 81.0 (yours) 
Etc., ete. It is unnecessary to belabor the point. 


Had I known you were going to re-issue the Fugio article, I wuld have let ym know, before, 
the new discoveries in this field. Lacking this possibility, I'll menticn them here, 
1. Add the two mulings 9-S and 13-N. One of each is in ANS, the 9-S from the Bank Hoard. 
2. Add a new obverse die, 22. This is Douglas's 20. Ornament almost over right edge 
of I, and touches D. In FUGIO, 0 leans right, I too high. OUR above Y; YO practical ly 
touch; UR joined, I leans lefts; INE successively higher; NES about touching. 
Die break begins at edge, continues through rays left of sun, dom to right, faintly 
ending in two branches at VEII. mot; H63: HIS: O 63. Reverse upset on this 
variety, 22-M, as on 15-K. Only one Inown; ANS collection, 


Tentative rarity ratings: 

R68. 1-CC, 1-2?, 2-C (probably unique), 5-F, 9-T.L.S. lo-G 12-U?,Z,S, 13-N, 15-V,k 
16-H, 17-5, 19-M, 20~K, 32M, ? 3 aoe ? baa ee 2 5) 

R-7. 1-Q,23 6-W; 7-T; 10-G; 12-mM (borderline R86); 13-R; 1-0; 15-H; 16-N; 18-H; 19-2; 
21-I (borderline R8), 

R-6. 3-D, 4-E, 11-A, 15-Y, 18-u, 


R-5. 9=-P. 
R-3 ° 11=B, 
R-2,. 222%, 


R-1, 68-B, &-X, 12-X, 13-x (commonest by far), and probably the 10)-FF should be at this 
lével, though it is possibly R-2, 


Best regards, 


Waller Vreon 


November 25, 1952 


Mr. Walter Breen 

C/o New Netherlands Coin Co. 
580 Fifth Avenue 

New York City, New York 


Dear Mr. Breen: 


This does not constitute a letter but merely e 
statement and a request. The statement is 

that the source of my half cents, to a great 
degree, are the Colonel Green collection. This 
isn't very helpful. My request is that when 
you have photographs made at the w&.N.S., you 
have the Fugio cent with the new obverse photo- 
graphed for me along with others you are taking. 


That is all «+ for now. 


Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 


TELEPHONE 
CABLE ADDRESS 


AUDUB O Ne@e=$dstebew ae 
“NUMISMA" NEW YORK 


6=3030 





THE:-MUSEUM-:OF 
THE-AMERICAN :NUMISMATIC:SOCIETY 


(FOUNDED 1858 - INCORPORATED 1865s) 
BROADWAY: BETWEEN ‘15574-ann-15678-STS: 
NEW -YORK -32, NY. Dee, 9, 1952, 


Mr, Eric P, Newman, 
6450 Cecil Avenue, 
St, Louis 5, Missouri, 


Dear Mr, Newmans 
We are returning today, with many thanks, the coins which 
you so kindly sent us for Mr, Breen's examination, He has com- 
pleted his work and has had a few photographs taken here in the 
Museum, The shipment will go to you by express, properly insured, 
With renewed thanks for your courtesy, I am 
Very sincerely yours, 


Ok Chae 


George ©, Miles 


Acting Chief Curator 
GCMs rm 


May 15, 1953 


Mr. Walter Breen 
New Netherlands Coin Co. 
. §80 Fifth Avenue 

New York 36, New York 


Dear Walter: 


The description of Samuel Atlee in the partnership contract 

for Machin's Mills indicates he is a "porter brewer". Do you 
know what this is? Do you know anything about the Atlees 

at all, either James or Samuel? I have a reference in my notes 
that they came to America in 178) but cannot verify that fact 

as it was supposed to be from some history of New York and I 
cannot find it. Damon Douglas is supposed to have some material 


about the Atiees and I am hoping a lethargy in his correspondence 
will change. 


I have turned up some fascinating information on Machin's Mills 
and will submit the article I am writing to you as soon as 

IT have it farther along. The key to a lot of the new coin 
information is that 1776 imitation halfpence which was found 

in the Fairfield hoard and you were the one who tipped me off 
on this item and you did not have an opportunity to spend weeks 
studying it as I did. Both its obverse and reverse hubs are 
the same hubs used on most Vermont coins and, in addition, the 
letter punches are the same in many instances and the number 
punches are identical to Connecticut 1786 Miller Reverse A. 
This strange coin is probably unique to boot but it is one which 
can readily turn up again as soon as it is described. 


One of these days we are going to meet one another. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 
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May 25, 1953 


Mr. Walter Breen 

New Netherlands Coin Go. 
580 Fifth Avenue 

New York 36, New York 


Dear Walter: 
Thank you for your letter of May 18th. 


With your discussion of "porter", I now can understand what 
a porterhouse steak is. 


The note I had that the Atlees came to New York in 178) was 
supposedly a quotation from a history of the City of New 
York published in 1910. This document is not very well in- 
dexed and I could not find the reference when I checked it 
at the library. 


I am using every kind of pressure on Damon Douglas to assist 
me to some extent and I am hoping I can blast him out of 
his lethargy. 


As to the Fugio cent in the AN.S.collection, I had already 
obtained a photograph on my last visit and am returning yours. 
I appreciate your offer to send it to me. 


With respect to the Fairfield hoard, you already gave me a 

Gigest of your notes but John told me that there were about 
8 nice Vermont in it and perhaps 20 additional Connecticut 
which were gone by the time you saw it. You indicated in 
your letter to me that the Vermont Brittania cents did not 
seem to be a part of the group but neither were any other’ 
Vermont coins and for that reason I presume they had been 
picked out and could have been separated from the others 
before you saw them. I may take the position that they were 
included unless you definitely feel otherwise, 


Page 2 May 25, 1953 
Mr. Walter Breen 


It is entirely possible I may go to the Dallas A.N.A. 
Convention but I have never been to an A.N.A.Convention 
because it is too commercial; too much argument about 
bylaws, too much politics and self aggrandizement. 


Our paths will cross somehow and whenever I get to New 
York the next time I will try to find you in. 


Kindest regards. 


Sincerely, 
Yon 


ERIC F. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


4 


c/o New Netherlands, 580 “ifth Ave., NYC 36. 
19 Jue 1953. 


Dear Mr, Newman, 








with Tr. Judd, Wm, Guild, the + Sete] Homer Downing, and Dr, Sheldon; perhaps a feeling that 
your eagy familiar dels ty twhth Colonial and State coinage rh iM | be the result of many years 
of experience, I} Lave only 55 years to my credit 3 less than half of this yen od has been 
spent in any con Be with Colonials, All of whic h perhaps explains limits in my om knowledge 


eof the seric 


The artjicle.on the Fairfield County hoard contained a promise of a forthcomirm "detailed 
study" i ose conelusions were outlined in the article without any evidence other than their 

own plausibility. As it developed, this study grew into the story of Machin's Milis as tol 

by the coins, and the provenance of the various grind 1785 5268 whi ch had been variously aseribed 
to Trritish and American sources, It was to be of ANS Monograph length.—Thus ya see how 


far we had worked in parallel, reaching largely the sane conclusions, 


1 4. a ff Lh * aa? as + 2 
I will assume at you have the complete e,talogue of the contents of the + axrfield hoax 


are 3 

s27 +* ut 4 . $. ry Ven sata nee 

with weights and conditions of the pieces. te ou do ne piease 1 let et ne know, j Additional 
g £ YOU @ Nob, Phase i sally a 
findings follow. 






(1) Chronologiesl order of Vermec nts (head ds to ri ght )--eneloked, 

(2) I have been foreed, independe ntly of the evidence (7) of the three dubtiul Vermont pieces 
in the hoard, to assume that the Stepney Hoart! was tage in 1789 rather than 1756, becali 5: 

of evidence Which continues to tum wp) that many of the 1787-8 halfpence were backdated, as 

of also true of the Connecticuts of 1788 md many of “1787 . The other conclusions are wichanged. 
3) It is also probable that the hoard was tampered with by Stac k%s, om her pLleces than the 
sicht Vermonts a ‘twentyaodd mint state Commecticuts being removed, For instance, any mint 
state Jerseys of Nova Eboraes would have been imediately piensa M4 fortiori, so would 
Immunes and the bang This is now of course inp ossible to determine. 

(4) Go ahead and assume that the three doutstfu 1 Vermonts came from the hoard, tut in that 

case you will have to be able to provide m explamation thy they were in ordinany condition. 
The 1787 Vt. with BRITANNIA was obviously made Long after at least three varieties of 1787-dated 
Machin halfrence Zound in the hoardebeecause of the state of the rev -rse tie. Nevertheless, 

the Vt. piece is in bad shape, whereas the halfpermies are in mint eondition or nearly as fine. 
The hypothesis that these were hoarded over a period of three or four years stands, bat if it 


is assumed that the Vt, Rel3 was among the latest-made of the Machin ismies represent 1 in the 
hoard, = 3% should have been in equal con dition. Moreover, the R-27's (of 17&) were in 
equally d shape, whereas the Comecticuts of equal date wee umeiroulated, or nearly so. 


(5) I had already become aware that the small-head Nova Eoorac was of Atee's manufacture, 
on account of the head which is obviously his handiwork. The letter-punch evidemce wus not 
yet conclusive on aceount of not having fine examples of all four reverses to go by. Th 
same +) ing epneared true of the 1766 Nova, Const. 

(6) The Nid. 69aw and 70—x are almost certainly Newburgh productions, bus probably the only 
ones bearing the NOVA CABHAREA leeend. I would surmise their date of iswe to be 1790 or 
1791, as they aresmade from nondeseript rejected dies that do not comare to Atlee's 1786.89 
work. 


(7) The New York cents referred to by Grosby, rage 209490, were probally NON Vi's; thought 


bhie asa 


authorized, because there was no Jat a forbidding their manufacture, and puncte available 


mens ane of weight consistent with 1786 Vernonte,;etes. They ware preswehly net the Nova. >, 
ee those: weye dated 1787, whereas the newsosper peragraph Crosty quotes is dated 
f 

(6) Vermont Ryder 30 (to complete your study of the Vermont letter punches) i 
of Atlee's yy ores seseeGhe Bis from thecsme. puch used on 2-31, yA Ias m the rev, 

23 the Shas the Peni liar flat top and other distinetive ‘eaturds found on most Vt. dies 
except 2.19, The R and M sean not to be duplicated in the series except pessibly on R-35 

t tL i, s 


speci- 


5 evidently one 


~ 


EY, 


(9) Tt will eventually or sooner be Mecessary to make up a thorough revision of sid ers fiyetiir OS 
with decent platess I am not quite ready to publish what I have done toward this ad, because 

of not yet having had aecess to the F.C.C.Boyd collection, nar to your a Normm Bryant's 

data on the Comecticuts, Boyd has promised me mich aesess in the near future; Bryant is 
gepoosediy (according to W.L.Clark) going to get in touch with me on the same subject. 

I can, however, give a few examples of the new findimgs, 


Be 
be 


De 


1785: All revs. except B, £, H?, I md 1 gow grapevines on the dield. 

1785.8 4s probably the sane die as 1786.5~“S; no speciney axamined shows my discernible 

differences. I have seen three or four of the 1785's, and at least six of the 1786. 

I would appreciate your clicking your om gpecinens. 

The Dr. Hall collection contains a 1786. h-Cg brand: of 3-1-3; airious hollow floating 

drapery over shield, I have a rubbing ofthis in my Miller-Ryder ad will shor it to ym, 

Millerds 1/86,3-D’ is a crude cast of » Md should be deleted, ANS-Canfield bequest . 

1786.5 F should be reduced to RY; three in Fairfield hoard, seven cthers discovered since, 

Obv. 1786.7 is same die as 1787.29+, (for in Dr, Hall coll.! 

Reve 1786eR om one or tw exceptionally sharp examples shows wistakable traces of having 
pevines in shield; they probably wore off the hub on later dies, Not same as 17B6<A 

crudely drawn) or 1787-F,G,H,2,R,S or 1788-B through G, K,L,0,P,Q. 


Add the following new varleties: 6-21 36018 

1785, 32%, One som—in Stack's, 1787.33392), ~-ANS. 33402) 5. 

1786. G. Fairfield Hoard. 33 Richardson, 33°22. 
bt. De. Hall. 33-4 56-XX now in ANS. 

1787. 32 go. Hall. Now ANS, The prototype of U-Rs erroneously escribed 55-F, 
3041720 Sane, 335m, 1788.1-B* now in ANS, 
317, WB. : 317, 

The ter after — in Rev. 1786-9 is a trident. Two seen with it sharp. 

1/87, 1°L is probably PR, 15-S is only Réy net-Re as Richardson believed. I have sem 


six © les. 

1787. U4 is same die as 1788.7. 

1787. is mdoubtedly a slightly docble=struck example: of 16°p3 thd. be deleted, 

1787. 32, is same die as 176526 . 
32° same die as 1788,146°, but 32 -aa made after the 1758 muding s by diebreak evidence, 
Crosby's rare die of No. 32! is unquestionably Miller's 50-*; proved by Dr. Hall edin 
whieh was called 32<F, The 50-F eombination struck after 21760.17-Q, 1740. 

1787. 52<G should read AUCTORI CONNEC,» (period after C only); hook nose, recedirg chin. 

1787. ‘the head with "12 leaves in triplets" comprises a hub ysed on Obvs. 25-10-11-through 
15 of 1787, and 1788,7=8=10 through 13, 1787 Obv. 9, 1788 Obvs.9 are similar but 
hand-drawn imitations, All of the draped~bust left hes ead appear to have been 
made from a single hul, which was also used in 1768; 33 prowes it, because on this 
variety the hub was sunk in twice. : 

1788, The only varicty of Connecticut known that is fremently overstruck on Massachusett& 
coins is . Worn dies, ! 


ody resect 


: NI of a CRY 





> J 
Vemnte~ Chante t iz N Ord e/ of Vs hus 
Pe Nae it : 
Pas | 3? 
ae ¥ GeIT. 
ane Yaa) 






~~ =- wee wae wr SU 


6 2 6?) {7} 3o 
24) 

eG 33 Ww /@ iy 
xB “EC 





Ct, 1-5 of 1789 
ae eh eee es 1 ot wie! CHART 

Wee gan avr Th BY wling s 
The rest of this is based on unpublished diebreak evidence, preserved in my copy of 
Richardson on Vermont cents, The breakup of Obv. 1787~e2 = 1788.2° can be easily traced 
ty looking at the euts in the®ichardson book; the failure of Rev. 1788-B (heavy swelling 
in center) shows very plainly on Nos. 29 and 31, and hardly at all on many of Nos, 25 and 
28, As for the breakup of Obv. 1738.3, that is slightly less certains I have not had 
access to a R=26 to vorify that the diesisrumbroken on this variety, though Richardson's 
@tt locks as though the coin showed no obverse failure. 
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Dear Mr, Newnan, 


dust a hasty note te let you mow something I just picked w about 

the Confederatio coppers, and which just might possibly have escaped 

your "eagle eye", 

I have received from Julian *, Boyd, Editor, The Papers of Thoms 

Jefferson, press proofs of the Sections of his Vo dealing with 

Jefferson's coinage proposale, 17838f. Go to the rayy and consi t 

this volume, po. 197-8 and 202 (footnote 3), aid then see JCC (Jour. 

of the Yontinental Congress), XXVIII, §358,, where the CONFEDERATIO desimm 

is veproduced in facsimile from a sketch, You are already fagniliax with 

the’ fact that Jefrersm proposed the legend for a gold coin, Manus (hacc) 

inimica + is, and the device of a standing fal cag (ef. the LIDERMATUS), 
origi of the above is to be found in the Papers of the Continetal 

Congress, No. 26, pp. 537-12, which may be a better source for the sleteh. 


In other words, the Machin's Mill (7) pattems bearing the CONFEDRATIO 
legend were peallysauthentie pattems after designs and legends sugges~ ~.: 
ted by TJ; patterns for a projected coinage fo? the United States.* 

Query: Did Dadley have anything to do with Machin or any of his associates? 
(4,e. Dudley of the 1783 Nova Const. silver, etc.). 


Crosby Plate VIL, Nos. 12 and 133 the other eombinations ajpear to be (later-made?) mules. 


Mr, Boyd hasegiven me a credit line in the Deser,,of Tliustrations, pp. 
seviiexcwiil, of the seme Vol, VII. The two specivens of the Bit or "Cent” 
of 100 units referred to are the Parmmelee-A,P anith-~illsm rbheeJ.W.Garrett 
coin (illustrated) and the Newcomer specimen, for which the htter paid 93000. 
Do you know where the Newcomer piece is now? I know it only fran its photo. 
in Adams's notebook at the ANS, 


Incidentally, if you can ygse collotype prints of the four original Novg 
Constell tio pieces in silver, let me know, I have som duplicate prints 
that were kindly furn: shed by Mr. Boyd. ; TERY Niele, 


NP Lic No soch. bet o « rin of In haste, with best regards, 
, im 19 * a 
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June 29, 1953 


Mr. Walter Breen 

C/o New Netherlands Coin Co, 
580 Fifth Avenue 

New York City 36, New York 


Dear Walter: 


If you have some extra prints of the Nova Constellatio 
pieces in silver I would Like very much to have a set. 


You asked me where the Newcomer 100 mill piece is. That 
is the easiest question to answer. It is in my cole 
lection. The other four silver pieces are at Johns 
Hopkins, as you know. — 


-I have come to the conclusion that Col. Samuel John 
Atlee, who as a military man led certain of the Revolu- 
tionary forces around New York, could not have been the 
Samuel Atlee who signed the Machin's Mill agreement be- 
cause the Machin's Mill agreements were gned in 1787 
and the colonel died in 1786, The Pennsylvania Atlee 


family is different and has a complete genealogy written 
about it. 


In my notes I have the statement that Samuel Atlee and 
James Atlee came to New York, from England,in 178) with 

the source as John Willian Leonard's "Hi gtory of the City 
of New York" published in 1910, page 293. Ne such reference 
is found on page 293 and I am at a loss to determine where 
I got this reference. You indicate that you do not know 

of this "History of the City of New York" and perhaps you 
can find the reference even though the index is silent 

on the subject. 


Page 2 
Mr.Walter Breen June 29, 1953 


In accordance with your suggestion I am ordering photo- 
stats from the Library of Congress of the papers of the 
Continental Congress, No. 26, pages 537<42 and No. 26, 
page 559. I assume these are prints and that the original 
is in the archives. The drawing is so crude ,however, I do 
not think it important to have a photo of the original 

a rawing. 


As to Volume VII of the papers of Thomas Jefferson, you 
tell me to go to the Library and to look at pages 197-8 

and page 202. This book not being published will hold me 
up in this matter but if all of the information is in the 
papers of the Continental Congress that will be sufficient. 


Thank you very much for writing me with respect to your 
data and if there is anything else that occurs to you, 
particularly this Atlee matter, please let me know. 


Kindest regards to your associates. 


Sincerely yours, 


‘EPN/atb 
































Box 102h, @rand Coclsre Stas, we on, i 
iB july 1953. . 


Dear Mr. Newman, 


Thanks for yours of June 29, I have only just returned from vacation in fe 
Provincetown, Cape Cod, which is why this reply is so belated, Med: 


I have finally been able to locate the J.i, leonard History of the Clty of mn 
I, in the Genealogy Room of NYPL. There is no reference whatever/vo- 
Machin, Atlee or any of the other partners, F have also looked chcueh 
jet ig haha othér ee hi stories of NY (counties) without any luck. 
what = dia find: is of ay doub bull interest, but I will set it down here. 


Calendar of New York Colonial MSS., Indersed Land Papers, in the offic 
the Secretary of State of NY, 163-1803: Albany: Weed, Parsons & Co., 


ieee, Vol. XXXVII, 1785, pe70: Petition of Thomas Machin in behalf of ¥ 
himself and three others for letters patent for thmee tows, Meg ; 
Nos. 1, 2 and 3, lying near Seneca Lake, and Ss Nucor FuEO . 
acres of land. 


p.705. Vol, Xil, lfi2/1786, Poe 39-12. Four certificates of location dis) 
favor of Thos, Mackin (i.e. Machin) of 200 acres of land north 
Fonda's purchase; Western (tow name), Oneida Co. 


NB. Jones, Annals @ Recollections of meida Co., Rome (NY), 1851, p.703, 
that Thomas Machin was one of the fourtem original patentees of the tom 
Western; so this "Mackin" is indeed Machin. 

Note also that the town 1&nes and county lines were not stabi. lined until | 
after 1789. Orange Lake, site of Machin's M&11, was then (acc. to sae 
Ulster Co., but it is not there now, as a glance at a state ab lag (or , 
will quickly verify. 


D.725, Vol. XLT, 7/5/1786, pe123. Cert. of location in favor. of ‘eae | 
of 1600 acres of land on Fonda's oo bine) Oneida. ree ie 


PeTLT.” Vol. XLV, 5/3/1707, p23» Ditto, of lots Hos. ‘te 2h i 
mics yronng ney antic containing J dn all TSB ares of Sate g 
Oneida Co.) ae 





Del. Vol. LV, 2/20/88, p.150. Ditto, £ or 1500 acres of land, on the @out | 
ce ee Mohawk aides in e bah of Manet ot et 
county.). 


same Vol, XLV, p.152, same ae Ditto ae 5380 acres: xe 
Oneida C003 wilnurt oe wide av x: i 





pe792. Vol. XLVET, 10/22/1789, pote 


of the Sans TAGE. oe srigine 


July 29, 1953 


‘Mr. Walter Breen a 

C/o New Netherlands Coin Co. 
‘S80 F4fth Avenue 

New York 36, New York 


Dear Walter: 


>= 


Thank you for your letter of July 18, 1953. 


The only additional information I have found out 
with respect to James Atlee is that he became deputy 
sheriff of Vergennes, Vermont in 1790. 


I did rum into something which is an oddity to think ~ 
about. In the recent ANS publication of "Counter- 
felting in Colonial New York", I was looking through 
the index of names and ran across the name of Elisha 
Gallaudet, whose initials, you will note, happen to 

be "E.G.". I find, on page 126 of that publication 
that he was an engraver in the City of New York in 
1767 and some one asked him to make some plates to 
make counterfeit money and he turned the man over 

%o the authorities. Be aye 


Ia it possible to determine from the directories 
where this man was in 17767 At least he is the first 
engraver with the initials "£.G." that I have heard 
of. 


‘ 


Kindest regards. 


Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 


December 8, 1953 


Mr. Walter Breen 

G/o New Netherlands Coin Company 
1 West 7th Street 

New York 19, New York 


Dear Walter: 


T have just returned from Europe and wanted to take 
eare of a request you made. You asked for pictures 

of two Nova coins - the imitation which I found - 
photogs of which are enclosed, and 1785 Grosby 2-A. 

I think you have an extra picture of the latter and 
refer you to the obverse and reverse of photo No. 4812 
at A.N.S. where my uncireulated specimen is the first 
coin in the third line. I am sure they will be glad 

to run a print off for you. 


You will recall that I wanted some information on an 
illustration which was to be in the Jarvis article 
by Douglas. He intended to illustrate "A Design for 
Coppers made by Captain Walden" and I am wondering 
whether that picture is in the possession of A.N.S. 
at this time and what that design is. I know nothing 
about it and wonder whether it has anything to do 
with Machin’s Mill. Do you have any thoughts in the 
matter? 


Please give John and Charles my best wishes. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 


Box 102), Grand Central Station, NYC 17. 
5 Jan. 195. 


Dear Mr. Newnan, 


Perhaps then you can satisfy my curiosity about the origin ad purpose 

of the pewter 1) Real pieces, I have often wondered exactly why they 

are included among pietes’pirportedly intended for circulatim in the 
American Colonies, Ford is responsible for dividing them into originals 
and restrikes, The restrikes are those (invariably found Ure, or close 

to that grade) struck from badly broken and msted dies, He also mentions 
& copper example (ill. Std, Cat.) from the sane obv., mbroken, In one of 
his earlier sales he also had one allegedly ™ original impressin fram tle 
"yestrike" die. The originals, with head under G, generally come_well wom. 
And this is everything I mow about these pieces, 1/2) Real = Seky, at 8R to 
the dollar, Who ascribed them to "Fla." or "Va," and ena apm then 


plantation tokens I know not, I am glad ym have found out soreth ing about 
theme -but what? 


I have lately had a comlaint from Lester Bernstein, He wmts his 179 half 
cent back, This beautiful unc, examle (Gilbert 1) was in the secnmd package 
I sent yous valued at $250, No. 367582, as per returm receipt, so you surely 
have the coin, Please send it back to m as Mr. B, is becoming a little in- 
sistentg and for good reason, since you have had the coin since Nov, 16, 

I too would eventually like to exhibit my om half-cents and Colonials that 
are now in your hands, Johnson, at ANS, is learnirg coin photography rapidly 
and ably and is now about as competent as Baker was, thouch I doubt le will 


ever become appreciably better, (N,N, would like me to leam coin photography 
--and it might be worth while.) 


is the Virginia "Penny" from the dies kept in the Museum of the Royal Mint? 

Are the exanples from lightly rusted dies (two seen) restrikes made in the 1788-98 
period? Are any later impressions extant? How may of the "Fenny" ob you know? 
Mrs, Norweb has a Ryder 18 in Ex, Fine Eine, This is one we would all like photos 


of. I was shoved out of the way--otlerwise would have had this coin, As it is 
I am on the track of a Ryder 29 which is considerably sharper thm the example 


I sent you; but this is cold comfort, 
> 


es PBK 


ee 


Box 102, Grand Central Station, NYC 17. h/A/sh. 


Dear Mr. Newman: 
2 
I saw no illustration in the Jarvis monogr@h relating to Capt, Walden's hypothetical coppers, — 
but the quality (?) of the illustrations furnished with the text varies fran wretched to 
abominable, and on sane nothing can be made out. Probably by now you have already obtained 

the information you wanted as to the design made by this Capt. Walden, either from ANS or 

Mr, Douglas. If not, I will try.te get a third look at the Douglas monograph, eh ere 
is the report cormeet that your monograph on Machin's Mills is at ANS awaiting ae Lor 
I thought Raymond was going to publish it, but have recmtly heard the other rumor, Ty 







Thanks for the photo of the imitation Nova Constellatio and directions on how to ia ” 4 
print of the 2-A, Unfortunately, someone has stolen my annotated copy of Richardson on © 
Vermonts, which was full of rubbings and photos, and whose last page had the rubbings 0 f 
Novas, and my equally heavi ly annotated copy of your monograph containing all relevant data 
from Douglas's work on Fugios. This loss is damned near irreplaceable; it will take many 
months to trace the Vermont coins of which I had rubbings or photographs (R-5, 15, 30, 33, 
35, etc.), for instance, The photo of the unlisted Fugio inyANS was also in the material 
stolen, I w41l be able to get a reprint af you will please tell me the number on back of 
your print, I donot know where I can find another photograph of the 1776 dollar with the 
ornament after ¥. Worse, it takes trouble and red tape to get into the Douglas mona’ Sina ive 
and 6ach*:time has been worse than the last. matt 


The delay in replying to your letter arises from the fact that I have been at the Archives 
for nearly two months, Among other things, I found the original John Harper proposal to — 
make copper cents ona. contract basis for the U.S., with a recommendation by Albion Cox, 
Said recommendation mentions Harper's part in the Jersey coppers, but does not say at which 
mint, With this-exception, I also have (from Douglas) the whole story:on the three mints 
which made Jersey coppers, Douglas lectured on it at the N.¥.Numismatic Club before I left 
for Washington, md I took notes then and asked questi ons later, 


Relevant to this last, Douglas has no satisfactory explanation for variety Shek; he says it 
was made in N.Y.state, and was probably the variety mentioned by the committee set up to in- 
vestigate the sorts of coppers then in circulation (Crosby, p. 291). I have seen one in brass 
(B.M.Deuglas, 02 12th St, NW, Washington , D.C.; @ 17.50), and the brass looks like that seen 
on Vermont Ryder 13 and 27. Damon Douglas did not know of any in brass. Nor dees he think 
éither Sli-k or 69-w could have beén'made at Machin's Mills, though the letter punches on obv. | 
69 prove it an Atlee reject die, like the obverses of Vem ont Ryder 1 and 30 and the GEORCIVS 
obverse found with the IMMUNE die. Have you any opinions on the matter? Renember that Crosby _ 
quotes Bushnell to the effect that some of the Newburgh coins bore the figure of a plough on 
one side, and there is good reason to think that they were not the 1785-6 Vermonts, The 
agreement between Reuben Harmon et al. and the proprietors oF Machin's Mills is dated June Ts 
1787. What was James F. Atlee doing before then? Both Samuel and James Atlee, ‘according to 
Damon Douglas, were naturalized citizens, . ‘the latter in 1787, the former marrying a Phoebe ---- 
(last * ni I didnt get) in N.Y. in either 1785 or 1784; he established his porter Liao 

in 17 


Where was Benjamin Buel in the spring of 17697 It appears that Abel Buel, who was the diesinker 
for the authorized Conrecticut Mint, left hubs and dies to his son Benjamin before going to | 
"Europe" (where?), and Benjamin struck Connecticut coppers in 1789, ‘The other son, Wil liam. a) 
had long since fled to Vermont, All this is in Crosby. But nowhere do I find any hint of | 
Benj, Buel's mint’ location, . . If the above hypothesis about the hubs and dies is: ‘correct, 
then we can fairly segregate the 1788's into Buel and Atlee coins. For instance, the 2-D and 
6-H lock much like Atlee products, as do 1787 52-G and 3-G, Similarly, do you Imow when Wm, 
Buel came to Vermont? I would suppose that it was after the Harmon agreement with Machin '& 
Co., aS his mame does not apnea on it. If this be the case, then Cooley pike Sus the 
» s for Vermont Ryder 1 to 11 and 15; Atlee, R-13, 27, through 31,233 and mayb tie Ae 
14, 16 through 26 and possibly EF and 3 3h, these being” Cobyer see. If this. be rue, shen 
thé Vermont hubs and Possibly some dies (Rev. “of bl 25, 2 O08 ” ee on R-26, at one ny 









2 {a (xu 

“ preety tT s Ht ( 
would presumably \have gone to Newburgh when the Vermont mint closed, Reuhen Harmon left 
for Ohio ¢. 17905 and the Overstrikes and such pieces as Ryder 1, 13, 30, 31 are difficult 
to explain ih terms of a hypothetical Rupert, Vt., 1788, striking. I have seen Ryder 35, 
18, 12 and 28 overstrack on other coppers, hadnly hal. fpence; the Rel2 overstrikes are generally 
on Nova Constellatios, and were definitely made long after the rest (dies heavily broken). 
The Ryder 1,a1d 30 come on planchets of identical character with those found on the CHZORCIVS 
III REX / IMMUNE COIUMBIA pieces, and the obverses are quite similar; yet the reverse of 
Ryder 30 is an old and badly worn die previously used on Rel6, 2h, which are surely Ane 


Rupert issues, The order of emission seems to bes 
Ru pet Miwa 
Re2, 3, 4, 6, 7, &  (R-5 a Gontemporaneous forgery) By W. Cooley. 





R-9. Sheaves of grainon Hield, Differs from all other bust type State copversy the letters 
somewhat resemble those on R-6, 7, &3; note especially the D i, en 
op Fe Busts 1. Copied from the Connecticuts of sane type, ultimately. Mi a half | Dene 
sts r. | 





esteglt Ee mame VIF. veal Cod paicnitan Ture Lif. lake of Hamm 2 gid) qated hy Corl « ne tha 
h-E 32 Probably by Wm, Buel’ hub used on this and following to Obverse 10, opti talla raphe 
SeB 12 Dies at first perfect. prvbett, He rie 
6-E 1 Rev. E is still in good condition, a little weak at center; faint ck. over head, Ob. 
6-F 3h Obveoin good condition, Poche ct 


6-i 22 Same, Dated 1788, as on following. Seem t V. hace. 
6-H 23 Crack, border to M to bow, mow somewhat advarced, on my specimen. 
6—I 21 Same. . 
6-J 20 This emission sequence proves that the R-12's struck over Novas were made much 
TID Raw 3 iving Later y | as both obverse and reverse on these coins are badly broken, 

Wer er She wef agree co oltre Br aol sf imere stimrd, Pe testi Sete, rts, 


l0-K 2) Faint trace of crack in mail. 

WL 26 Same, Mise, Fine. RRRRy rect tan RI 2B w 29. | 

lo-M 25 Last impresd ons come overstruck on Novas, if memory serves, (I contend that #25:ias 
last. Rupert variéty.). Break in mail becomes very heavy on overstrikes, 


Newburgh Mint? ! | 
i-N 33 Rev. (7) INDE *STLIB (punctuation after B uncertain); wide scroll ¥. of shield; 
_ @bverse cracked across, Kurth variety. 
li-M 28 Break now much heavier, Comes struck over halfpence and Novas. Buckled rev. of #25. 
12-M 29 Rev. much worse buckled. At least two Imow in brass. down me Fone. , 
13-M 31 GEORGIVS III R&X obv. with same rev, Buel hub, as on Nos. 32 to ay (Was the hub 
i taken from Rupert to Newburgh?) Die badly broken dow, Ply MENU, aC Rt 
133-M -- Connecticut 1-I of 1788, on crude planchets. ANT, 
-- Small GEORGIVS IIT REX head; rev. 1788 Connecticut D, Steunk befo re! shetauteend a 
as proved by diebreak evidence (Crosby, p. 192). Atlee obverse, as is that on 2-D. 


h 
Ni 


27 Head like that on Ryder 13 and many counterfeit ha]fpence of 1757-68 5 Atlee work. 
Rev, like that on 1787 Connecticut G, 1786-D; date punches on those’ as on ‘hal fpence. 
Several known in brass, 

13 Extremely similar head; also knowm in bbass. I new nw eer Hoeed pcer wih imme 
didrecale hare dake: Se lt bes Prkege: Wena brite. Wis te Pm Wns . 

18  ETLIB « «+ INDE Generally struck over Trish hal tpense, ae 

35 head a crude imitation of last; same sai Aaa All four known are struck on halfrence. 


30 Crude Atlee head; rev. Kj badly buekled, Discovered by Maris; 6 known . ar, 
=s Very similar head; Gz0RCIVS IIT REX, same ‘punches, > Rev, D (UNE, badly'worn, 
1 Very similar head; VERMON AUCTORI, same punches. Rev , as. last, later state. 

The last three varieties come on the same kind @f erude black flms, RY ies 





Does this make sense to you? I contend that in a great many instances the dates ponte daeto} 
the dies bear no relation to the actual time of issue (witness the 1776 and 1776 halfpence); — 
in other instances old dies were snatched up and used till they were wom outs; and that the | 
overstrikes were made in 1789-90 during the copper panic when the Novas and halfpence became 
devalued first, then the other state coppers, a ee shiaicdes! Dae 
Aw rene. Wall 3h 
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Mr. Walter Breen 
P. O. Box 102k Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 


Dear Walter: 


I hasten to reply to your letter to relieve your mind as 
to certain matters and to clarify certain matters. I will 
reply further as soon as I have the opportunity. 


Primarily, my Machin's Mills article is about half comp- 
leted and the prints are almost cogpleted and I will sub- 
mit it to A.N.S. Raymond, naturally, asked for it but 

it is too comprehensive an item for his publication. I 

am going to try to give him some other matters. 


If you have lost your copy of Richardson I can only tell 
you that I have nice photos of all known Vermont coins 

and all known Nova coins which will be included in my 
Machin's Mills article. Of course your notes are something 
I cannot replace. The Fugio cent, which I did not know 


about, is ANeSegNo. 5890. The Fugio dollar with the 
ornament is ‘ 


I congratulate you on finding the Harper proposal to the 
Federal government which you indicated had a recommendation 
by Albion Cox. I have evidence that Albion Cox was a 
partner of the Atlees in the brewing business which I 

will disclose in my article. 


I had thought Douglas wrote up the story of the New 


Jer 9ey teak nd Ene seh S Ke Neeo ana tetegiens Secies¥sey pro- 
ceedings of the New Jersey Historical Society, July, 1951, 
Volume 69, No. 3. 


Walter, I would very much like to see your specimen of the 
Vermont Ryder 29, in brass. Machin's Mills, apparently, was 
using old cannon to manufacture coins.... so was the Ruppert 
Mint and so was the Boston Mint but they got many of the 
impurities out. I would also like to see your Ryder 13 with 
the die break across the date. 


Page 2 
Mr. Walter Breen April 13, 195) 


IT have been studying the Buel problem considerably and have 
not come to positive conclusions on certain items. I presume 
you agree with me that the termination of the production of 
the Connecticut Mint, stated to be June 1, 1787, is a clerical 
error and should have been June 1, 1788. 


The thing that bothers me about dates, however, is that 
Leavenworth, in the fall of 1788, is supposed to have had 
some coins struck in New York. There were no mints in New 
York other than Machin's Mills. Any of the New York coppers 
could have been struck by Leavenworth but none are dated 
1788. Could he have had Nova Eboracs struck as they are on 
respectable planchets. He certainly could not have had 
counterfeit halfpence struck or the committee would have 
caused him real trouble. I am convinced that the use of 
the word "similar” in describing some of the coins Leaven- 
worth struck referred to Nova Eborac coins and that the 
other coins he had struck might have been Immunis Columbia 
1787. These two issues are the only issues which are found 
in any quantity as all the rest appear to be in pattern 
quantity. What do you think of this theory? 


The Connecticut report indicates that William Buel continued 
to strike eoins in Connecticut and that is confirmed by the 
fact that the Connecticut Legislature revoked a franchise as 
of June, 1789. That meant that William Buel could only coin 
from April to June. Be, therefore, probably picked up his 
tools and remaining type and went to Machine Millis. 


Tt have already found out that Miller 16 (1) of 1788 is the 
same as 32(9) of 1787 and I strongly suspect that Miller 


16(6) of 1788 may be the same as 32(1) of 1787. I have not 


found a specimen of 32(1) as yet but have not checked A.N.S. 
or Yale or Norman Bryant. 


It might be smart for you to look up the Buel family tree 
and see whether there were two sons as perhaps the son who 
went to Vermont in 1786 and who is referred to as "Benjamin 
Buel” is the same person as William Buel. A history of Abel 
Buel of Connecticut was written by Lawrence Wroth and pub- 
lished by the Acorn Society in 1926. This biographical 
material ought to be in there. This subject has me so fas-~ 


Page 3 April 13, 195k 
Mr. Walter Breen 


cinated that I wake up in the middle of the night trying 
to figure out some of its intricasies. 

If I get to New York in the next week or two, which is a 
possibility, I will try to show you my plates and talk 
this over with you. 


Thank you for being so helpful. 


Sincerely, 


BRIG PL NEWMAN 


BPN/atb 


oy eae 


Box 102 h, Grand Central Station, NYC 17. 
15 April 195). 


Dear Mr, Newman, i ahs kN m2?) 


Thanks millions for the information in your letter of April (3. ,I enclose a verbatim copy 
of the Harper proposal. It will form part of the next CCJ ahaa a (or the next after that) 
which is already set in type but is delayed by the difficulty of findirg suitable photographs 
of the Disme and Half Visme of 1792 (they must be unc. if possible) fa elargenents, 


John Harver, according to Douglas, worked at the RAHWAY Mint, a fact that did not came out 
in-the lecture, but which dees appear in the Proc, N.J Hist. Society article which you re- 
ferred me to. Now the coin press used at the Rahway mint was seized by Matthias Ogden, who | 
used it in 1769-90 at Elizabethtown; and Ogden's widow sold the nress to the UiSJMint in 
179), It was presumably used thereafter for coins of Similar size--hal f-cents » Probably 
cents, dismes, quarter dollars and half-eagles, This very likely was the cent press that © 
abruptly broke down in 1806 (Director's Report fr that year; Snowden; Stewart?; Sheldon, 

ig Bea There was only one press in use at the Rahway Mint, according to the enumeration 
of the material replevined, quoted by Douglas. ("Two cutting presses, one pair roblers, 12 
ingots for castine, 6 Cwt planchets, 60 copper ingcts and one coining press,") Where then 
would Harper have gotten his two presses which were in use in 1792% One cf them was made 

by Adam Uckfeldt, and later found sits way into the liints the other one we know nothing about. 
Was it obtained from the Morristown mint? How far is Morristown from Trenton » and did Harper 
know Mould or whoever it was obtained the Mould equipment when that slippery. bird defaulted 
on the rents and fled to Ingland? Could Harper have aided in the escape by buying said _ 
coining equipment, the Rahway Mint apparatus meanwhile being "unjustly detained" away from 
the Marsh Mills where it was originally fin use? 


I am mt enclosing the Ryder 29 and 13 because of the possibility that you may core up to 
New York next weck, If that does m+ happen I shall. send both coins on. The "brass cannon" 
explanation makes good sense, althoush Dowlas rejected it without reasons .. On what 
Rupert Mint coins do you find evidence of brass planchets? 


10-L Ryder 264 Both surely from the Rev, M later muled with otler dies to make Ryder _ 
10-M Ryder 25 Rupert Mint. . . 28, 29, 31 (Geo. y 
Now Ryder 31 could not legally have been struck at “upert; t 
stringent against the coinirg of coppers with other legends or de 
by the Republié of Vermont. It is lik 
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Ryder 30, Ryder 1 and the C 










punches for use at his mint in the second half of ° 787, 
by then 9/16 the -entem rise; (b) that the legitimate coin: 
small compared with that in 1787 » because man: 1e Col 










or ee ; Ae gaiRie ) | | egfis\ 


dated 1788 either show that they were made in 1789 during the copper panic (which first seems — 
to have hit halfpence and Nova Constellatios) or else that they were struck in Newburgh, proba- 
bly also in L789. 
1-I is obviously a Newburgh produgt , and a late one. Two in ANS, 
2-D (commonest 1786 Conn.) and 16D struck after the GEORGIVS coin with the same reverse, and 
presumably at Hemeyrets 2=D Atlees resembles ese 1’ and 27). 

3p, 3 25° (much rarer), lit pete (unique, ANS) , )2 K, Lf R (also in Hall-Brand lot),. 584, 
10-C a 12°¢ alway s, 30 far. as Ae come * owerstruck ty Nova Constellatios, 
6-H is crude and looks like Atlee's work. There is an unc. example in Hall-Brand. 
163N sometimes comes struck over Mass. cents (Hall 2015s ANS). Now the Massachusetts shiners 
were coined until near the end of January 1789 (the work en were not ordered to be discharged 
until Jan. 22, 1789; Crosby, pp. 266-9, There were: several @whoof copper, amounting to £109 
28 74, coined since "11/22/88, some of it doubtless in January.), and were not much devalued . 
until later. In June 1790 they were paid out at 18 to the shilling, bt they probably were 
Somewhet more affected by the "copper panic" of late BOO eMac! oe Coppa pore * (Wt Autiai yet 
and habtnie CAT Bane MIS rteww few imtw 2 
Tre following Conn igetieut dies were used iwith reWerses of different gate 
1765.6) Fe. VBS, Rey LP Peace 
1785.8 may be the same die as 1786. glk Never have seen one of either sham asi to of as tlahy 

otherwise, bas visible details are very close. iM 
1786. 7 = 1787. 298 1786, 52 (Hercules) = 1787. 7. 
1787. 11 = 1788, (I ow a 1W ex Hall, prob. discovery coins and 2nd finest Po, ) 
Note--If_ 1787, ge has the Vermont C, when was the i a made, and where? Where is the coin? 
1787, 111 = 1788. 7. | 
The same sub aes aed on 1787, Obverses 2, 5, 10 to 15, as on 1788 Mya Sh busts left except 9. 
1787. 321 may well be 1788.16. ANS has one (only one Tr have seen ) 

324 = 1788, 164 and "Obverse 55." 

oe 1788, 16°. co gameeenes 

32? = 1788, 164, 
1787. 50 is Grosb’'s "rare die of No, 32" (page ay), and = 1788 .17; struck after 17-0, 17-2. 


I kw no others, unless there are soy" unlisted dies. Hall-Brand group has a 166, iil at least 
did have one; and ANS has a single 32+x 


The Wroth book and Albert Welles! Histery ¢ the Buell Family, .1861 {p.118) agree vie, bed 
Buel] ,: 1742-1622, married Mary (Parker?) in 1762; she died in 1770. Issue, however, is NoT 
recorded, so there might have bem one or two sons, No reference to these young men inthe | 
contemp, "literature, s9 we are still left up in the air whether "Benj a | and "Will: an" were NING 
a single person, Wms Buel would havetbeen between 15 and 2h in 1’ che went hb, Br me 
Benjamin between 16 and 27 in 1789 at the close of the Westville {N > int a ath 
Buel married three times after the death of his first wife, Mary, but the only ender re~ BS 
corded of the second marriage, to Aletta, died in infaney C. 1772-3, and the ur ebd aren) |’); 
of the third marriage were all born between 1780 and 1789. “Willian "Buel was. there fo: ett 
of the ‘unrecorded issue! of the first marriage, Whether there were other doa 04 ean 
be determined, : 
Unless, that is, some mention of Benjamin (} a Wm, Buel. change ns name on 
to escape the vengeance of the Indians; Crosby} p. 189.2) as’ sesh i tk 
f und in the Com. State archives or Historical Adel records, 























If leavemvorth was responsible for both the Nova EBORAC coins and the DMUNIS COLUMBIA 
1787 » why are they so different in lettering? | Moreover, bait seeas 3 die shes en 
is rather intricate=-on at least two different ‘occasions, may be possible t 
order of emisd on, Boyd has a N.J. S6éen overstruck on a | 
ind uding the discovery piece Gabe Ford's article in + 
coins of 1787, and on these only; the thick she rt pl anc 
kmw of at least three IMMUNIS coins (ineluding one in - 
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a photo) overstruck on 1786 N.J. be agra iyo Rares Jae ins 
— was made at Elizabethtow in 1789/90, but noth 4 ee 
cugeests that the IMUNIS coins were f re ye: 

overstrikes abe twenty times as rai van 


on 


sco ston pagina. otees 2 sa | that Atle 
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brought the dies to Newburgh, where the LIBER NATUS obverse was muled with a co¥nterfeit 
halfpenny die. The Clinton and LIBERUNATUS Share a single reverse and were at first (I think) 
made at the sme time, as pattems for a N.Y.coinage, thus certainly in the year of date. 
There seems to be noapmreciable difference in the die state between the thick-flm IMMUNIS 
coins {which I agree with you were made for leavenworth\probably in the fall of 1787; possibly 
but perhaps less probably im the fa 1 of 1788) and the overstrikes, unless the lack of sharp- 
ness on the overstrikes can be ascribed to die wear, in which case the overstrikes would have 
been made briefly in 1789, In 1787 Machin's Mills probably struck patterns. Before the 
agreement, it is likely that Atlee was making patterns on his own, possibly with other people 
(Bailey? Brasher? Machin? Crosby, p. 290, etc.) ‘He-sare date andiletter punches are:found 
on; e.g., the NON VI and the IMMUNIS, 


I & wt know whether there were in’ 1787 any New York mints besides Machiu's Mills. If this 
supposition of yours is correct, then N.J, Maris 5h-k was struck there, which is not unlikely 
considering the lettering, which differs from all Rahway, Morristown or “lizabethtown coppers, 
The Morristown coins are those on broad planchets generally with the wide U punch; they include 
6-C (tiyoh reverse, brought over by Walter Mould in 1786 along with, I believe, the IMMNIS of 
1786 and some other dics), 6-D, 59-0, 60-p, 61-p, 62-q, 63-q, r, s, 6li-t, u, 65-u, 66-u, v and 
67-v. But in that case, where imeN.Y¥iedid one John Bailey strike Jersey coppers in 17807... 
Is the quatrefoil on the NOVA EBORAC coins the same as that on the "John Bailey" Jerseys 
(7h-bb, 75-bb, %6-cc, 77-dd, 76-dd)? I note resemblances between some of the letters on these 
and the NOVA SBORACS, and suggest that Bailéyj if he made thesJerseys indieatéed, may have 

had. something to: do ‘with the EBORACS., On the éther hand, is this quatrefoil the same as that 
on the revs. of the 1787 EXCELSIOR cents? (Note. Douglas is the one who attributes the 

"Fox" varieties 7) through %8sto Bailey. I think that the Bailey coins might just as easily 
have been the varieties with horse head left, which differ markedly in lettering fromiall other 
Jerseys, and show the hand of a different artist.) 


You'll have to excuse the rambling; I am thinking aloud, and (because of unavailability of 
choice examples of all these) em only hint or suggest conelusions which you will be able to 
refute or confirm with equal facility by simple comparisons. What seems an obvious possi- 
bility is that.Maj. Leavenworth may have had his coppers struck in N.Y. in the fall;of 1787 
not 1788 (another clerical error, pr perhaps an error of tearsay on the part of the Cominittee's 


informants; &f£ theyverred in the date of ending of the Conn. coppers enterprise, then just as 
easily on the Leavenworth matter.). 


Thanks for the information on the two photographs, I will obtain prints from ANS without 
delay. In preparation for your coming to N.Y., I will have my more important Colonial and 
State copners up at New Netherlands for your inspection, They will inelude NOVA h-D which 
I believe to be finest known (better than the three Brand examples), some Vermonts, N.J. 
39-a in brass, wilisted Ni.J. and Conn. coins, etc, 


Sir 
I propose to Ingage with you 

or any other Uentleman on the follow. 
ing terms—-that is to Say=-To Receive Sheet 
Copver of the wright Size—and Goin the 
Same into Cents Compleat for Serculatia 
at the Rate of Eighty Dollars p™ Tun — 
To Return the Same in Cents and S(h)ruf 
deducting twenty-five pounds in Each tum 
for wast =-- I will also forge and harden all 
the Dies Beds and punches for the Same 
Johm Harper 
Philadelphia Nov” ) 1795 


ania tet 


April 28, 195) 


Mr.Walter Breen 


P.9.Box 102k Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 


Dear Walter: 


Do you happen to remember where you found 
the reference to the facet that the Virginia 


halfpence were authorised by a Royal warrant. 
on May 20, 1773? 


Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 


May 7, 195k 


Mr. Walter Breen 
P.O.Box 102) Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 


Dear Walter: 


Just a quick note to tell you that T have cone 
firmed the fact that 32(1) of 1787 is completely 
different from 16(5) of 1785 and 16(5) and 16(6) 
of course are alike, 


You mention the Royal Warrant issued May 20, 
1777 with respect to the Virginia coinage and 
I wonder whether you have ever seen a copy of 
it. Where did you get the reference to it? 


T am extremely pleased to write you this letter 
because I would have had to remount my entire 
plate of coins if the two dies above-mentioned 
were the same, 


Kindest regards. 


Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 


September 21, 195) 


Mr. Walter Breen 4 
P, O. Box 102) Grand Sentral Station 
New York 17, New York 


Dear Walter: 


Your miecellaneous writings coming out in practically 
every magazine are very interesting to me and I want 
you to know how much I appreciate them. I certainly 
can understand the amount of study and effort which 
you devoted to the additional information you found 
in the archives. 


In the Scrapbook of this month you have a little 
tidbit on 1825 half dollars and it is interesting that 
when I originally mounted my half dollars, 10 or 15 


years ago, I set up the reve major varieties which you 
have listed. 


I do, however, want to kas you know that the ball top 

2 does gnome in two different dies. The major difference, 
I noticed, being that the figure "1" is closer to the 
bust in one die than it is in the other. 


T am enclosing an uncirculated one to apply on my ex~ 
change arrangement, 


Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb> 


| iy \y 
en hee Box 102); Vi) 
Grand Central Station wp aaah 


New York City 17. 


Dear -Mr, Newman, ast 


Thanks for yours of Sept. 21 and its enclosure (I am amazed at your bravery in 
sending a rarity like this thr@ugh ordinary mail!). The little tidbit on the 

1828's is about a year old; it was sent ‘to lee Hewitt with a lot of other mis- 
cellany in November 1953. 


Haseltine claimed that the ball top 2 existed in two varieties (H-5, H-6) but I 
have seenr(counting yours) ten specimens of the one die and none of the other, 
The three that I have owed (Unc;, VF and F) were all the same variety as the 
one vou enclosed, as was the Moellering coin that Ly Riggs auctioned off for 
350, that being so far the nigh record for the type,. 





ee Please refresh my memory: / “nat exactly was said about an "exchange arrangement"? ‘ 

Is this with New Netherlands? Note that I am with them only on a part time basis, A 
since I am now studying full time (i.e, 184 credits) at Columbia Univ.'s Graduate 
Faculty of Pure Seiente. 


Concerning the Virginia halfpennies, read pp, 378-9 of Sir John Craig's THE MINT 
(Cambridge U ss, 1953). Accord re to his survey of the records of Tower 
Hill Mint , 636,6 Sa ibe of these halfpennies were coined—about half the quantity authorized 
in the Roya ant. And it now becomes increasingly difficult to explain why © 
Thomas Jefferson ed not know about them, Did a ship sink enroute to Va. in ela] ‘ 


Not so with the New Hampshire Cents, though. Read Crosby's brief chapter and assume 
si the 6 or 7 cast coppers of the same fabric and design as the Sti ckney piece 
he authorized issue; a little calculation will suffice to establish that SR | 

“860 were coined (see Crosby, pp. 175 and 291), making this the smallest of all 

au orized State issues, The Act of 6/28/1776 had the effect of legalizing any aan 

Nae imitations thereafter to be made # long as they were in good coprer of full 

weight; I am ind ined to believe that Mrs, N.'s engraved piece and similar imitations 

come under.this class, The Frann coin, in ANA Convention Sale 197, locks like a — 
tts fabrication but may also have been ‘a contem,. imitation or counterfeit, That — 

with the WeM may have been a pattern or a ecard of Moulton*s, aaaniuinkannigie’ aa 

an I, Moulton signed sane of the New Hampshire notes of 6/28/74; it was—pr 

support this paper emission that the coppers were raised in value from > to 

penny and imitations legalized. 





Have lately heard from Dr. H. Morris Smith, He expects to send you a photbe sais 

of his Ryder 28 cent; what he does not realfze is that ANS (i.e. Ancient Numismatic 
Society) has overwhelmed Baker with nearly 3,000 ancient coins to be photogre “ake 

and other orders are being refused on the ground that Baker will be tied up : ve ‘had 
I am writing him to the effect that these pieces can be best pictured on Ken Bressett ! Ss 
equipment af the NENA convention in Hartford, I will have a picture made of my Nova iv | 








Constellatio -D and sent to you; and if Dr. Smith will permit me, also of most of 
his copoer rarities, Otheriise the Ryder 28 may have to be sent to you. _ dieikes: 
this alternative because of Satraee * the mad mie 


Best regards, f 





September 29, 195) 


Mr.Walter Breen 
Box 102h Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 


Dear Walter: 


I am pleased to know that you are continuing to get educated 
and I know people with a mind like a blotter, as yours seems 
to be, should continue their studies throughout life. 


It isn't often that I can add information to what you dig up 

but I have solved the Virginia halfpenece problem and am writing 

& monograph on it giving all the die varieties, the history, 

and even a copy of the May 20, 1773 warrant. I am most anxious, 
however, to get a copy of pages 378,9 of Graig's "The Mint" 

and if you can order a photcstat from the New York Public Library, 
or wherever you saw it, for me I would appreciate it. If you 

saw it at ANS I will ask them to mail it to me. 


Jefferson was not stupid and I have been trying for a long time 
to find out about his remark that copper never circulated in 
Virginia. It is a very interesting reason. The people liked 

the new halfpence to such an extent that they hoarded them 

for their copper value. I know that this took place because 

on November 7, 1776 a bill was submitted by Thomas Jefferson, 
himself, to the Virginia legislature requesting that the value 
of the coppers be increased from one-haif penny to one pence. 
Believe it or not, I found this reference in Volume 1, page 597 
of the Papers of Thomas Jefferson, edited by Julian Boyd, with 
which you are familiar. This shows that the value of Virginia 
money was such that in order to make the copper halfpence cir- 
culate, their value had to be increased. 


I am endeavoring to get the rate of exchange of Virginia cur- 
rency in 1773 and in 1775 with respect to the currencies of 
the other colonies ani I am wondering if you know any source 


for that information. Biewought to have been a commerical pub- 
lication which would give exchange rates. 


Page 2 September 29, 195 
Mr. Walter Breen 
New York 


No boat was sunk full of Virginia halfpence. They originally 
authorized 2500£ and then amended the act to cover only 1000€. 
The proclamation of 177) indicates that 5 tons were made 
which would be 600,000 pieces but this is just “Royal Bull" 
because only 180,000 were actually authorized by the amended 
legislation. 


I just got a letter from Kenneth Scott indicating that ANS 
was going to publish "Counterfeiting in Pennsylvania". My 

own personal opinion is that there is nothing duller than 
reading about the convictions of a lot of counterfeiters 
without any indication of the notes which were counterfeit 

or anything really numismatic in the article. There is nothing 
but paper money discussed and coins are not considered. The 
fellow did a fantastic amount of work in reading all the news- 
papers of the period and is a real scholar. He is a good 
friend of mine but it shows how hard up ANS is for articles 
when they publish material of that nature. 


In discussing the New Hampshire coppers I am going to cheek 
up on the legislation to see whether it was actually passed. 
Here, again, I can supply you with the fact that British 
halfpence generally circulated in New England for two-thirds 
pence of New England money. This even was part of the law 

in Massachusetts as early as 1750. It is very difficult for 
us to imagine the confusion which must have existed in the 
colonies with respect to the circulation of coin as you needed 
a calculating machine for a simple transaction. I am sure you 
are familiar with the book called "The American Negotiator" 
which gives all the inter-exchange rates between the various 
eolonial currencies and how to calculate them. I have both 
the 1761 and the 1765 editions. Actually, the New Hampshire 
coppers were on the same basis as the other halfpence which 
were circulating. 


I am writing ANS and asking them whether they will be able 
to take a few pictures for me as I am trying to write some- 
thing for them. If they can't, then I want them to tell me. 


Please turn the half dollar over to New Netherlands, at your 
convenience. / 


Page 3 September29, 195k 
Mr. Walter Breen 
New York 


Kindest regards to you and I will see you the first oppor- 
tunity I have in New York. In the meantime see what you can 
do to get the pictures which I need. 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN /atb 


NT ~ 


Dear Mars Newnan 
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Craig's IHE MINT is not easily ate Me Ma pt 8 I sav is tir by Hranuel 
Taylor, 91 tulip Ave., Floral Park, N.Y., andche..6btained it from Stack's, Can- 


sbridge-U. Press published it in 1983 at $18.50. ‘THRE will be a little arf culty 


getting these photostats, Next time Dick Johnson cones up to N.Y. I may be able 


. to borrow his Contoura photocopying device far long enough to get thede two pages 
i, copied but I do not kmow when that will be, If I can find a covy of the book be- Hs 


fore you do, I will send it on. Professional photostaters may demur at repréducing ~ 
copyrighted material, 


As for rates of exchange of Va. currency ¢.1773-5, look up Phillips (1865), vol. ~ 
I, which gives unusually full information on the funisma-tie as well as the cormer- 
cial aspects of colonial currencies, Speaking of Va. notes, I recently found one 
signed by Edmund Randolph.+ nit was with a lot of perfectly commonplace colonial — F 
papermoney. lhe only other I have seen is in the TJ .Clarke collecti om, which you ai 
already know about, The serial numbers are unrelated but they are both of the ry 
7/17/75 issue, 15 Pence, (At least mine is, and I think the Clarke piece is too Hf. 
If Phillips does not have what you want, there are seve several other old volumes at 4 
ANS which I can look up. 
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‘the job that really ought to be done ém epebiieetei tah dat hed! tha the half rence you 
are taking care of) is that regarding the fake Yorktowns, I think we can ascribe 

the f,1se §40's to a single manufacturer; they all seem to be from a simle plate, 
all signed teintzel & Snowden , and all on a single kind of paper unlike the genuine, 
the time element suggests that these might have been the counterfeits made by Hove 's 
aides as part of the war effort. (fT have seen no fakes of later issue than Yrk- 
towns.) ‘the earlier and cruder counterfeits dated 1775-7 might have beenthose  —- 
that resulted in the recall in disgrace of Sir Henry Clinton, See Phillips, appen-_ 
dix to vol. II, which quotes some scurrilous verses on the subject, Short of some= 
thing like that, agree With vou fully regarding Veh fa: ponderous - , CE S 
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a filthy share A\/S publishes this sort of “stuf? an preference to Douglas! 
Fugios, incomplete though that macy be. 
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1 ase “ Nee 4 he ey 
By now Dr. H,Morrison Smith ought to have. gotten your letter, I * ere Te wi 
co-cperate, but it may take a bit of time. ee 


aA ake ae 
I would also reeanmend your getting into touch with Mr, Bric#lund (aderess ob dnable 
through Mr, Wormser ) who also has some unusually choice Colonial naterial Ab as 
Ryder 28 is in a class with Dr, Snith's, Bs 
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November 9, 195) 


Mr. Walter Breen 

Box 102}, 

Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 


Dear Walter: 


Thank. you for your letter of October 30th. Your work at 
Golumbia reminds me of my daughter. She says that the 
work is so hard in grammar school that she has no time 
to live. She should only know what the future has in 
store for her, 


I have been able to obtain the rates of exchange of ali 
the colonial currencies prior to the Revolution from 

the New York Historical Society. I have also ordered a 
copy of Graig's book on "The Mint" and therefore it will 
not be necessary for you to obtain copies of the two 
pages involving the Virginia coinage, 


Incidentally, my own specimen of the 15 pence of July 17, 
1775 has Edmund Randolph's signature. I also have a signa. 
ture of Payton Handolph on a 1773 issue. 
As to the fake Yorktowngs and the fake issue of the other 
Continentals, = have a lovely collection of them includ- 
ing the two non-existent dates mentioned in Phillips. All 
of these have been photographed at A.N.S. as Scott is 
working on them, 


The coins you sent will be photographed and if you wish 
to have enlargements made of the half cent types I can 
get the negatives from 4. N. S. and have them enlarged 
here if you know the negative numbers. Please don't dis- 
close that A.N.S.will lend me the negatives as I do not 
believe they wish to do this in all cases, 


I am ready to publish the work on Virginia coinage and 
will give it to Wayte Raymond, I believe. — 


Page 2 November 9, 1954 
Mr. Walter Breen 
New York 


I was able to obtain a photostat of the report on the 
Connecticut Mint and I have been thinking a long time 
about the statement therein contained that the company 
eeased operations on June 1, 1787. I have almost reached 
the conclusion that since Jarvis owned over half of the 
rights in the Connecticut Mint at that time that he took 
over the old mint for Fugios and it is entirely possible 
that for the balance of the year and the early part of 
1788 when Jarvis was producing Fugios, the Machin‘s Mill 
mint was producing Connecticuts and other miscellany. 
This is the only theory I can produce which makes sense. 
The report, as you know, says that Leavenworth had some 
similar coppers made in the latter part of 1788 and I 
believe those are the 1788 Connecticut cents which we 
know where made at Machin's Mills. After Jarvis quit 
then Buell'ts son went to work in the Gonnecticut Mint 
azain. What do you think of these thoughts? 


Kindest regards. 


Sincerely, 


ERIG P, NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


Box 102), NYC 17. Now, 12, (9 ISY 


Dear Mr, Newman, 


Glad to hear from you about the coins sent for photography, was on the point of 
having a tracer put on them, Judging vy the prices brought by inferior half-cents 
yesterday in the so-called Uupont collection, my ow coins--~and yours too--uave 

about doubled in value, the 1795 G8, in clemed Fine-12 emdition with edge damage, 
brought 170 (what would my Av coin, thich you have, then be worthij?); a mint state 
1793 Gilbert , finest mom, 96753 a VF 1/9) G-8, 9150; a 1/95 G-7 just’ about equal 

to yours, y500; a common 1795 G-5 Unc., {160; 1796 pole, red unc., 2300; without 

pole, unc. steel gray put nicked up (third finest kmwn), $3000; a mint red 1800, 

$110; etc., ad nauseam, ‘the prices have taken off in the general direction of Polaris,: 
having passed by the moon long ago,.., 


When you retum the shipment of coins, please insure it tor at least $12503 I an not 
sure that $1500 would be too much, 


Virginia notes, as you remarked, do come with unexpectedly important signatures. There 
is one (I forget the issue) sgd, by John Blair in the Clarke collectimo; there is a 
Yorktown note sgd. by Francis Hopkinson in the same coll., and I have several similar 
oddities--Wn.Few, John Morton, Nicholas Gilman, om notes of other states, 


The negative numbers on ANS photos of half-cents are the following: 

582h, 5737, 5738, 6101-2-3-, 5556, S0hy-5-6-7-8-9-5050, The technical problems inv o]ved 
oc 18S in reproducing Late Date reverses 1819-57 are, havever, so formidable that I shall have 
gisa ; * to get a representative one enlarged to about four diameters ani then transformed (by a 
- «ee [Process akin to solarizings your photographer will mov about it) into something very 
“ew ‘lo \umuch like a line cut but with perfect Pidelity of outline, m this a gine engraving 
" 9q Ban be made as was done with the Type of 18) euts in Newcomb's books; I will draw the 
“, _..\ Minute die seratches, etc., in by hand and the whole Gestalt then is reproduced by 
jak ag offset. The only Late Date reverses, 18)0-57, that it will pay to enlarge directly and 
do" Sout on the plates will be the A, B andC reverses of 18)0-52, (I may also use enlargenents 
jon Reverses A, B and © (Gilbert 9, 5 and 8) of 179, as these were made froma hub md 
Cs “ are difficult to tell apart in actual size photographs.) The two reverses of 1850, two 
fio} of 185) and two of 1856 (ther than the B reverse used on the proofs md restrikes) are 
Uo.w- extremely hard to tell apart but there is considerable difference in rarit y; the only 

way this problem can be simplified for the collector is the line eut method mentioned, 

The enlargements will be welcome, 


The eiclosed half-cent is, unfortumately, not my property, but has been loaned to me 
for photography, Its owner made a secial trip to NYC from West Virginia to buy the 
unc, 1796 no péle in the Dupont sale; and went back disappointed, as even $2750 was not 


enough to land it, Valuation, for insurance purposes, #250, as finest knam of the 
injured die, 


Your conjectures about Jarvis and the Connecticut mint make sense. I can add that the 
Fugio dies wsed cinquefoil and large & small fleuron punches previously seen on the 
draped bust 1787 Connecticuts, Date punches am} letter punches also seem to be the same, 
The place called "Morris Cove" near tthe Broome & Platt store, mentioned by Crosby under 
CONNECTICUT, quoting one Henry Meigs, would appear to have been Jarvia's establishment. 
is it possible that Sane of the minting equipment (for Coining Gonnecticuts) at the 
Westville establishment was transferred to Morris Cove for Jarvis's use? Did his taking 
over the mint equipment for coining Fugios cause the interrtption 6f legal issue of — 
Cennecticut coppers? This fits in well with your theory, 


And to this I add another series of emjectures: Did the Machin's Mill mint keep on 
minting coppers from whatever worn-out, broen or rusted dies they could scrounge up 


even after Atlee left the concem c. 1790? Some of Atlee's work is quite creditable 
(e.g. many of the GEORGIVS obverses’ inciiding that of Ryder 31); some other dies 
ascribed to him could only have been rejects (e.g. Ryder 30,.the CEORCIVS with the 
IMMUNE, the imitation N.J. ob@, Maris 69, etc.). These pieces I have called rejects 
seem to come after the regular issues of 1787-88-early 89 (halfpence, ete.) and after 
the owerstrikes(Ryder 18, 35, 28, 29; motivation probably » like = Matthias Ogden's in 
Elizabethtowm, in that the Nova Constellatios and Ralfpence diminished invalue faster 
than State copers.). These regects appear to fom a distinctive group all stmc& from 
the same lot of copper—rough, nearly black planchebs: CEORCIVS/DMUNE, Vt, DMUNE, 
Connecticut 1788 1-I, N.J. Maris 69-w a>narently, som few of the Vt. Ryder 29, all the 
Ryder 30, and possibly a few others, Up, “ieeirr® “ee sagen ae 


Are you going to assume that gl the 1788 Cermecticuts were made at Machin's Mills? (by 
order of leavenworth) Then we have to account for the fact that equipment from Westville, 
and Morris Cove-Jarvis-"ugio mint, was transferraéd to Machin's Mill after Jarvis qit his 
task, Reason: Same punches, and in some cases same dies, used on 1767 760 Connecti cut | 
cents. 1788.17 = 3787 .505 1788.7 = 1787.11°; 1788.8 = 1787.12; 1788.16" = 1787 3221/8) .55? 
UPSE 016+ = 1787.32, and probably over instances exist, iv is true that 1/8; 5u-F was 
suruck after i,c0 1,-0, 1;-4, buv we do not mow wnewer this is wrue of we ovner mulings, 
8 is certain shat the 1786 draped bust cents come irom the sac hub as wie 1/8/'s, and O25 
ficczen punches (-oth lavge aju anall) axe save as founu on sundial of J.gios, cimuefoil 
puiches same as founu » lcgamds o1 Pugios, letter mu Digure pumches ‘or £UGI0O. 1/8/ same 
way. if ali che Comeciicuts o: 178 were swvick at Machin's ills then “hat establishmert 
must have vaken over where Jaivis left off, ~ 


Where was John bailey in 1/88? Note the apparens sammess of sue quatrefoil punch ised 
om Brasher doubloon  saliey sau Jo hay cut dies for this; .e know lf was an associate 
of Brasher's in 1/87 because of their joint proposal to make copvers for N.Y.) am that 
found on Jersey coppers of 1788 Maris 7 to 78 which (Douglas thins) were made by John 
Bailey prior to May 1789 (see Crosby for Bailey affidavit, p.283). Now this matrefail 
punch again apears to be the same one used on Maris 70, 71. Note further that the date 
punches on /0=x, 7l-y, 73-aa (ascribed—wrongly?--t>o the Hlizabethtam Mint because always 
overstymeck on other coppers) seem to be the same with the imitation halfpence amd sae 
Connecticuts, ‘the abovementioned Jerseys seem to be in workmanship wholly unlike the 
regular ulizabethtowh pieces 56—n, S7-n, 58_n. Did Bailey have anything to d with 
Machin's Mills? Note that Maris 69-w has for obverse an obvious Atlee reject with the 
same star punch found.on syder_28, 29, 18, ete. and for revérse a gsoneihat»bélow-par die 
(aseribed (wrongly?) by Douglas to nahway Mint, Study of letter punches m 68-w might be 
of help here; they are distinctive, 
Again: if the 5)-k was actually made at Machin's Millsf{and was there any other private 
mint in N.Y. at the time?), then why are the letter and date punches entirelydifferent 
from all other Newburgh products? Is it perhaps possible that the 5l-k's were actually 
the coins made by Hatfield (Crosby, p.282)? 
Again: It can be easily proved by diebreak evidence that the 1748-dated grow with head 
left (9-f, 50-f, 51-g) PHKECEDED the thole camlex of varieties ¢omected with them by 
intermuling, i.e. hS-f, 37-f, 37-X, 48-X (Spiro), 48g, 37-Y¥ and the whole group numbered 
38 to 7. I conjecture that this group might have tomprised the post-replevin issues of 
1788; but in that case who made the completely anomalous dies 49, 50, 51, f, g? ‘they show 
entirely different workmanship from any of the others, ‘The varieties in the conplex 319 
48 are typical Rahway Mint products; all are dated 1787. ‘The only 1788-dated die Ascribed™ 
ihe Rahway Mint is, significantly mouch, 668-w, Douglas's thesis is now seen to have sme 
#émarkable gaps;* (Remanber that he ascribes 56-7-t and the other overstrikes fo “lizabeth- 
town, 1789; 6-0, 6-D, 59-0 te 6/-v to Morri stom; Shek to an unknown N.Y, mint; 7h-to 78 
» tg dchn Bailey, and allthe rest to Rahway, Maris v of Morristown ad Comecticut 1/87 dis, 
6°,M have the same letter and star punches and presumably the sane engraver.) 
Etirabt town eminape 1759/90 by Matthias Ogden useing reclrimel Rahwoy Mik equi parent» 
ividently we have not yet reached the end of the problems connected with state and quasi- 
gtate, coppers of 1786-089, I will be interested to learn what.ya tlink;: to see what you 


+ We con’ sacplorm 69-W be scene We WANT (a Best regards h bbu Sr 


December 17, 195k — 


Mr. Walter Breen 
P.9.Box 102h 

Grand Central Station 
New York: City, New York 


Dear Walter: 


I will not send your coins back until the holidays are over 
but wish to assure you that they are in good care. : 


Tt has been very difficult for me to learn coin photography 
and I am slowly making progress. Some of the items, however, 
do not photograph easily and I am trying to determine how 
to work out the side lights. I am enclosing pictures of 
two one cent pieces which you sent me and also a miserable 
view of a 1809 half cent reverse which you want. These will 
all be improved on my next round of pictures. 


I am wondering who gave Wayte Raymond the information con- 
‘cerning the tin plantation token as to which is the restrike 
and which is the genuine. Itdoes not make sense to have a 
different die used for a restrike than for the genuine. I 
find there are genuine ones on both of these dies and there 
are some additional dies besides. I think I am going to 
make a die study of these. The reason I am doing so is that 
T have found the authorisation for them and it is rather 
exciting to uncover the basis of a coin about which nothing 
was known. I will cut you in on the details as soon as I 
have a little further information on the subject. 


Best wishes for the holidays. 


Sincerely, 


ERTC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/ atb 


January 13, 1955 


Mr. Walter Breen 

P. O, Box 102}, 

Grand Central Station 
New York, New York 


Dear Walter: 


I have been to Haiti and nave struggled through problems 
both at the end of the year and at the beginning of the year 
and then you throw a barb at me for not returning coins. 


I knew practically nothing about photography and possibly If 
could make the same statement at the present time but, in any 
event, I have finally learned to produce pictures which are 
reasonably satisfactory. I am enclosing herewith pictures of 
the 1809 half cent belonging to Mr. Picker and with the new 
reverse. He indicates that only you and I are to have these 
pictures and they will help you complete your book on half cents. 
I also am enclosing pictures of the 179) half cent, the 1808 
over O7, the 1795 half cent with the planchet defect and your 
beautiful Nova, If you need more copies of any of these, please 
advise me. I am returning the photograph which you loaned me 

of Virginia Ryder 30 and I am returning a11 of the coins you 
previously sent me, being 11 pieces. 


Now to answer your various inguiries........ With respect to 
Virginia,my article is ready for publig€ation,and, believe it 

or not, I have even found the announcement of the distribution 

of the Virginia half pennies by the colonial treasury. 4s far 

as the dies which are in the museum of the Royal Mint, i do not 
know which dies remain, but I believe it is only one die. there 
is no such thing as the Virginia penny as you realize, this 

coin being the original die carefully prepared for approval, 

Tt is slightly over the weight called for in the warrant but 

all of the rest of the coins are substantially under the official 
weight. There are four or five specimens of the penny which I 
know of already. I do not know of any specimens from rusted dies. 
My thought is that since the coins were prepared over a period 


of perhaps a year and a half, there was plenty time for rusting 
while they were striking. 


oee 
Mr, Walter Breen January 13, 1955 


Now to get on to the real intrigue. I am enclosing the inform- 
ation which I obtained with respect to the plantation tin piece. 
It is a thrill to find authority for this coin when no one, 
apparently, has ever turned up any information with respect 

to it. You are not to show this information to any one or to 
publish it as I believe I will write it up for the Numismatist, 
I would like you to read it and to give me any thoughts you have 
on it. The fact that the tin pieces were called farthings is 
interesting in view of the fact that they are almost as big 

as the English tin halfpence of the period, I have already dis- 
covered several die varieties of the plantation piece and there 
are genuine pieces from the die listed in the standard catalogue 
as a restrike. I have also found a piece with the h of 2) turned 
90 degrees. 


It is funny that I ended up with working on Virginia coinage 
and plantation coinage when my main purpose was to do the early 
American period from 1776 to 1789 but in working up the back~-— 
ground I had to get the information on these other coins and 

was fortunate enough to do so, ; 


Please let me hear from you as to any conclusions you reach on 
the plantation piece. I am sure Sylvester Crosby, wherever he 
is, has enjoyed reading about the plantation token. 


My kindest regards to you and thatwk you for youw continued co- 
operation. 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


Registered 
Return Receipt Requested 


Box 102), Grand Catral Station, NYC 17, 
17 Jan, 1955. 


Dear Mr, Newnan, 


Please den't feel that I intended to throw any barbs, It was nerely 
that this character from W.Va, had needled me several times even to 
the point of phoning re long distance, 


The pictures are excellent except of the 1809 half-cent, I fear that 
this piece would be extremely difficult to pieture regardless of one's 
experience, ‘Thank you very much for returning coins and pictures, If 
any of my coins has even slightly furthered your enterprise, that will 
afford me great pleasure, 


Latest acquisition (does this perchance improve your plabe coin, or 
have you been able to locate a better one?): EF Vemont Ryder 2, without 
the diebreak, Also bag” rd Ue ee Li he eat 


As for the rusted die examples of the Virginia "Penny": John Ford sold 

one to "Suitcase" Foster at the NENA Convention; this showed considerable 
rust and some buckling, The other one I have sem so is now owned by 

Paul “agriels the rust marks are plainest in the shield@.« That in theMint 
Coll. shots no rust, I agree with you that the so-called Pemy is actually /; 
‘the original die carefully prepared for approval! and inserted this: statereAs 
in the Std, Cat. before Ford altered it to read "a pattern for a halfpemy”", 
#lote--The Crosby Plate piece also shows rust on the reverse die, 

i vaguely recall seeing one of those 1/2); Reals with the h turned sideways 

but do not recall where, It is quite curious thas the name "plantation token" 
traditionally apolied to these coins has turned out t o be correct, Ore also 
wonders if there is any significance in the fact that this emission took piace 
only a short time after the sane H.Guy had throm cold water on the proposals 
to re-establish a mint in Massachusetts, 166hs6,7 1) 20>) grant 4s ‘ae 


It is perhaps a commentary on the scarcity of the originals to recall that 
H.“uy's letter to the moneyers, 8/13/1688 » occurred only about three months 


before the so-called Glorious Revolution, after which the coins bearing the 
effigy of James II would hardly have been struck, 


Bed rer 
Wel i Cree. 


ay. 


Dh J ¢ 


January 31, 1955 


Mr, Valter Breen 
P,0.Bex 1024 

Grand Centraz Station 
New York City, New York 


Dear Walter: 


Thanks for your letter of January 17 and I appreciate 


your offer to helo me on any of the research I am con- 
tinuing. 


As far as the rusting die situation on Virginia half- 
pence is concerned, 1 am omitting any such references. 
There are rust marks on some of the dies because, I. 
imagine, the dies had to stand around a long time, The 
dies must have been coined in 1773 and they were not 
made until far into 1774 and they were not distributed 
in Virginia until March,1775. You will have te wait to 
read my article to learn that the Treasurer of Virginia 
advertised that they were ree tt this being only 
40 days before the American Revolution “— is the 
reason 80 many of them are uncirculated, ceople 
who got them kept them, — 


The 1/24th real with the 4 turned sidewise was sold to 

Futter who sold it to 1 who sold it to me, No doubt 

you saw it before Futter got it. It will be illustrated 
in the article I have turned in to the Numismatist. 


You asked Riehard Johnson to visit me and I am glad you 
did, He seems to be a very sincere boy and thinks you 
are God Almighty. We talked numismaties for quite some time 


Page 2 January 31, 1955 
Mr, Walter Breen 


and the library which he has accumulated seems to be 
wonderful and I promptly began to use it. I will see 
that his numismatie interests are satisfied. 


I will probably be in New York this week. 
Kind regards. 


Sincerely, 


EPH /atb 


Box 102, etc, Thursday night, 
biitinl Stab 


3/i4 [oy 
Dear Mr. Newman: 


Though still breathless (just returning from a final examinatien in physiology) I will try 
to answer your good letter with the N.J. cents. 


Thanks for the list. There is nothing too surprising in it; the pieces whichwil be of 
importance for condition census purposes are 18-J, 18-N, 3l-V, and I will take your word 
for the condition, (They are not finest noms, thowh the 16.N is top grade.) 


Your 72-2 is struck over 1788 1/17, No mistake about this attribution. 


The "not in Maris" is definitely a 7l-y, and the #ifth I have seen, The Maris-Garrett coll., 
now in JHU (photographs on the way) has three others, True, the qiatbefoil is not visible 

at end of legend (only two I know show it]), but this is fran weak striking, All other details 
match, The almost @ircular-age die failure at C BS ARE to top of head is characteristic 

of the variety, as is the heavy crack from ieft-tip d 7 to share, beam next to handles, sprig, 
middle of scroll. 


I thought you were aware of the Douglas opus on the .Rahway Mint? It is in Proce, NJ. Hist. 
Society, sometime between 1946 and 1952, entitled something like Pioneer Mint in N.J, He 
cleags up the wile question of old dies being used long after their date (though, let me 
add, not 100% to my satisfaction), The story runs like this: 6/1/1786 the N.J. legislature 
authorized Goadsby, Cox and Mould to coin coppers of 150 gr. each to pass current at 15 the 
shilling. The amount authorized was $10,000 or three million pieces, 10% to be paid to the 
State for the privilege, All were to struck before 6/1788, The three mintmasters first 
had to give bond of $10,000 with two sureties, They leased a grist mill in Rahway (owed by 
Daniel Marsh), with tthias Ogden, young Revolutionary War hero, as one bondsman; but before 
coinage operations could start trouble arose with Mould, On 11/22/86 the legislature authorized 
Mould to coin separately from the other two, bond and amount to be struck being divided pro- 
portionately, The Rahway Mint was in operation from 11/8 to late in 178, under unceasing 
difficulties, It was a financial flop. Dring most of 1787-88 Albim Cox was in debtor's 
prisms first Goadsby and later Matthias Ogden operated the mint in Cox's absence, with a 
brief interruption in July 1786 marked by seizure and return under a writsof replevin by one 
Willian Livingston (cbeditor?); it was retuned to Ogden as responsible bondsman, in the in- 
competence of the two-moneyers. late in 178 or early in 1789 Cox escaped from jail md fled 
to England, and Goadsby sought refuge in Vermont...0gden, too deepay inv lved financially to 
escape, tramsferred minting operations to Elizabethtown. 
Walter Mould operated his mint at Morristown from May 1767 to same unknom date in 1788, probe 
ably striking the full amount of one million pieces. Later he went to Ohio : Drea, te escape 
creditors, He is known to have brought Reverse C from Birminghan (and punches you 
mention); therefore 6-C was a Morristown coin, whence we can assign 6-D, 59-0 through 67-v md 
6ly-r to the same mint. The criteria: wide flans (usually) with the peculiar U punch and the 
coins connected with them by intermuling(except the 3-C to 8-F). 
Ogden, as I said, was left with the Rahway Mint equipment after the default of Cox and Goadsby 
in 1788, To recoup his financial losses, he removed the mint to Eligabethtowm together with 
many of the old dies, and late in 1789 began to strike Jersey comers, msire old halfpenee, 
Conmnecticuts, miscellaneous coppers for undertypes, as these yassed lower tha the real NJ, 
issue. In May 1790 the N.J, legislature referred to “persons unimowm" who had procured many 
old coprers at 60 per shilling and re-struck them with genuine Jersey impressions so that they 
might pass as Jersey Coppérs:(offficial rate, 15 the shilling; current rate, 2) the shilling; 
since the N.Y, copper panic, anytMing else went at 60 the shilling @ Worse); aid this caused 
a depreciation, ‘hence the legislature moved thaB no more Jersey coppers be accepted in the 
treasury, ‘his in effect @dnded Ogden's venture, and his whdow @old the old press to the U.S. 
mint in 179). 
Sometime in 1787 many complaints emanated about lightweight imitation N.J.'s. Dowlas thinls 
these were the 5)-k variety, which always cones lightweight and sometimes in brass, It is of 
workmanship unique among N.J.'s, Said to have emanated from New ¥ark, notiing more is mom 
about it, except that it imitates the l6-e which was presumbly struck s hortly before, 

a 


2 


Nothing is known about John Bailey's operations except that which is said in Crosby, Douglas 
$hinks these might have been the so-called "fox" type: 76-cc, 7l-bb, 75-bb, 77-dd (76-dd is 
broken state of same dies; intermediate states exist.). The basis is the qatrefoil ani sm 
of the other punches, which sean to match those found m the Brasher Doubloon—md Bailey was 
(ne gays) associated with Brasher, probably making the dies, What I would lile to Rnos is, 
how did the same quatrefoil and other punches get on the "plaited mane" group lm attributed to 
Elizabethtown ?(3lj=3546-70-71-72-73) 


lastly (though Douglas denies it) there is the Newburgh mint to consider, Bushnell's Numis- 
matic Notes (quoted by Crosby) says that some of tle Newburgh coins "bére a plough on one side." 
These were surely not Vermont Ryder 2 thyough 8 And I doubt they were Ryder 5, But the 

69-w seems to qualify on grounds of letter punches (Vermont ©, etc.); and the-date pncies on 
70 through 73 appear the same as on some of the counterfeit halfpence of 1737. This matter 
requires further investigation. Do anyiof the Atiee dies iam to you bea® either quatrefoils 
or mullets? 


The N.J.'sotherefore divide themsefives into the following groups (leaving out tle 7-E and 
8 for a moment): 


Rahway Mint, Authorised, 2 millim; 11/86—?2/88. 
1786 Coulterless, 9-G through 12-I and 22-P, (11 was first die made, 22 last in this group.) 
1786 Coulter, cubved beam, Small dates, 18-20, 21%, 23%, 23, 2h. 
. 1786 Same, Iarge date. 21. 
1786 Straight bean, small date. 17-K (not overstruek; RRR so.). 
1786 Straight beam, large date, 13 to 16, 25-S, 26-S, | 
1787 Straight bean. 27 to 33; 52-1, 55-1, 55am, 
1787 Curved bean, 37 to lB (except 38-b, hOnb); 53-3, 68-w. 
1788 Heads to left. 9, 50, 51. 


Morristown Mint, Authorized, 1 millions 5/87~7/88, 

1787. Curved’ bean, 6-C, 6-D; 60 to 63, 

1787. Straight beam, 59-0, 6-t, ue (6h-u is greatly underrated in Maris.) 
1788. 64, 65-67. | 


Bailey's Mint, 1788. 76, 7h, 75, 77278. 
Unknown N.Y, mint, 1787, Sl-k. 


Elizabethbom, 1789-90. | 
Old-Rahway dies: 17—J, K, b; 36-b, 
Camel Heads: 5S6en, 57-n, 5S8—n, 


Elizabethtowm and/or Newburgh? 
Overstrikes: Plaited Manes; 3 Vs-35-3, W: lo-b: 7o- af ne " 
aay ae tee bJ, W3-35-3, W; lio-bs 70-x, Tl-y, 72-2, 73-aa 

hond Not, 
Now about the 7-E and 8-F, The defective S is identical on the 6-F and thef3C. The se also 
share other punches in common, notably the A, C, E, M, N, O md R, I mve gore over the WF 
electro and Unc, 3-6 with a 20x glass and there is no mistake here 6ither, The 7-E md 8-F 
also share letter ptmches. True, the 7-E does not have the peculiar Ss mt it does mave the s,,. 
M,N, 0, R, U, mdC, The 8-¥ was the first ani better of the two varieties mde; the 7-E 
is what the other coulterless coins were copied from; It would be up to Boyd to let you have 
the 6-7 electro. Next time you com to N.Y., drop into N.N, and I will have the EF 7-E (the 
7-G" in the G,N Lewis sale), the ©-F electro, amd the unc, C and -C for your inspection. 


the 7l-y and 72% are enclosed. 
Best regards, ever, 


wh ‘essciiie 


Fy > ia Yt A ee 


Box 102, Gitand Central Sta,, NYC 17. Or! 
2 May 1955. ith 


Dear Mr, Newman: 


Enelosed is a picture (promised you lone ago, I believe) of the recently seen 
Ryder 5 (?). Note that &t has only 13 stars, It rings like a struck piece, 


Mt -P.G.C.Boyd's instigation I am readying for press a short work on Jersey coppers 

--not the final historical word, of course, but a basic text for variety collec. by 
tors who have no copy of Maris or no access to descript ions of the various wunlis- hae 
ted varieties (10-gg, llahh, 212-R, 235-R, 21-R, h8-X, 72-0, 643-r), etc. Th te 
will deseribe ad illustrate each muling using Sheldon's rarity scale, and i 
Douglas's attributios to the three Principal mints, For completeness of tt : jane 
work, it will be necessary to learn the whereabouts of the following coins which © Me, 
have been reported but of which Boyd denies any knowledge. None in Garrett Ont goin 






(G2? Probably the G.N,Lewis J-E, which was mislabeled 7-G in catalogme, Boyd Coll, | 

16-d, Mills 390, unless this is Boyd's, 

22—Q, 227 Foscuiiiliaas ; . 

32-U, ANS supposed to have one but it is now a 33-U (switcheroo? or was Canfield 
_ in error in his attribution?), Cady taro rbonaacl 

38=Q (4) Miller 176h,. ead 

39-i, Apparently this muling shown in Nagy Plate, 

13~e (or b?) Parsons 262, 

h8.N (!) Miller 1782, 

53-G (or b?) Miller 1777. 

63-7 (probably was 63-r) Miller 1786, 





For census purposes, Can you supply a list of your first line Jersys with the | 
conditions? We may need a few of these for photogranhy, ¢.2. dies ,@; ¥,,X, 9, 71 
29 earliest state, 33 broken, 3%, lO, 57, 59 perfect flan, 69, ad some mlisteds, | 
The 7<£ and 8-F dies-<.this you did not mention in your monograph—-were also by Fe de 
Wyon. The letter punches prove it: the A, C, E, BN 

are the same as on the 3.C, Moreover, the peculiar S(§) of yon 7 
found identically on the 8-F, This I learned from side-by-side study 
electrotype of the 8-F, the original lewis 7-E, and the Kyder Immun 
it has also becom apparent that the whole group 37 to h8(except 0 
the 1788-dated pieces with head left, by diebreak evidence, This sugges 













engraver, — a ce | 
ee 
Your contention that the 1688 pewter farthings or 1/2h Reals with the dis eal. 
labeled "restrikes" » are actually originals seems confizmed bh the fact that 1 a 
lately seen a wounle of these in Worn corition, with the sam break sae te 


ee 









eave lately turned up another "R36" among the Vemorts, Ts is shar 
Ped ee ured in the Nunismatist, but has a piece out of the planche 
headewas it was made, oa on ee ae A 3 a a ehe 


May 6, 1955 


Mre Walter Breen 

Post Office Box 102) 
Grand Central Station 
New York City, New York 


Dear Walter: 


I just received your letter of May 2, 1955 and will go to work 

on the New Jersey matter for you as promptly as I can. I do want 
to esll two matters to your attentions. I have examined the Ryder 5 
which was sent to me by Mre Picker and its specific gravity is Sede 
I, therefore, assume that this is not a struck copper piece and 

is a forgery. I am trying to get hold of Mrs» Norweb's specimen 

to take its specific gravity as the specific gravity solves a lot 
of problems. When a coin is struck it seems most unlikely that 
air pockets or air holes would remain in the interior of a coine 
It must be the consistency of the material which can cause such a 
wide variation in the specific gravity of coppers 


As far as the James IT pewter 1/2kth reals are concerned, I have 
also found the famous die break variety in deteriorated and worn 
condition but I am still not convinced that restrikee did not 
exist, The restrikes are of a metal which is a different color and 
do not carbonize. I have found only two obverse and reverse dies 
which are used on the restrikes out of a total of six obverse and ~ 
six reverse dies, I still feel they are restrikes, The only possi- 
bility for them to be originals is that a different metal was used. 
The only way to prove this is to have a chemical analysis made of 
one of the so-called restrikes. I just would feel terrible te 
disect a perfectly nice coin for that purpose and if you ever find 
any thet are broken or damaged please send them and I will have a 
chemical analysis made by a friend of mine age I already have pieces 
of a genuine ready for chemical analysis. . 


Since you put me to work I an Ngee tee to put you to work. Tf 
am going to send, very shortly, ail my proof h dollars as 
well as my duplicate half dollars to New Netherlands, I have many 
many proof half dollars which you de not list in your pamphiet 

you will be delighted to go over them. In view of the fact that 
you are the proof expert I am going to send the proof half dollars 
from my collection as well as duplicates to that you can make 
notes for an enlarged study of « You are going to get quite a 
work out when my duplicate half dollars arrive. 


Your friend, Johnson, sends his best regards. 


Sincerely, 


RPu/atb 


May 95 1955 


Mr, Walter. Breen 
P.O.Box 102) . 
Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 


Dear Walter: 


I spent the week-end working over my New Jerseys and my collection 
is not too exciting although it has a few nice pieces in it. I 

have never really tried to get all the varieties but I am enclos- 
ing a list of those I have. I have only one coin which is not in 
Maris, either the obverse or the reverse, and it is struck over 

a 1781 Irish halfpence, I am enclosing it for your examinations 

I am also enclosing, for your eagle eye, a 72-2 which is struck 
over a Connecticut cent and the Connecticut cent appears to be 
1788, The final cinquefoil after the final "c" in Connec. is 
pragtically between the end of the "ec", I cannot find this Conn- 
ecticut variety unless it is 1 (1) of 1788 and wonder if you could 
help on this matter, It is 4 ap se proof that this 1787 New Jersey 
was struck long after the 1788 Connecticut and proves the later 
reuse of the New Jersey dies. Crosby mentions that many pieces 
seemed to be struck at a later date than they are dated, 


As far as the list of unknown New Jersey which you got from various 
catalogues, these are probably errors of dictation or transcription 
and it seems to me that you could check in these catalogues to see 
whether a common variety was missing and by that means determine 
whether the description was an error. For example, if 63-r was 
missing from the Miller sale and 63-v is inserted, it would be an 
obvious error, I certainly would not list any of these varieties 


but merely footnote, in some manner, the fact that these were 
mentioned. | 


Your statement that the 7£ and 8F dies were made by Wyon and that 
the letter punches prove it upset me for several days. I am not 
convinced, Walter, as I have studied the pictures in Crosby and 
in Maris and would only be convinced if I could see this SF electro- 
type. The reason I am doubtful is that these letter punches were 
probably made in England and brought to America. Unless there is 
a defect in the letter punch it is entirely possible for several 
punches to look alike because many of them are made from intaglic 
produced with the master puneh. Of course, if the "s" is defective 
as on the Novas and the Imminis, then that is proof, The quality 
of workmanship on the 7E and SF is far inferior to the work we 


-2e May 9, 1955 
“Mr. Walter Breen 


would expect of Wyon, Reconsider this matter and if you will let 
me see the SF electro I would certainly enjoy it. Certainly the 
"s" in 7E is different on both obverse and reverse, Tan you clear 
me up on this matter? 


IT am delighted that you are going to straighten out the New Jersey 
variety situation ahd I know this will be of great pleasure to 

Mw. Boyd. If there is any way I can help you de not hesitate 

to ask me. 


Kindest regards, 


Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 


Mr. Walter Breen dune 2, 1955 


the new Federal coins and how to figure them out in trans- 
actions, It has all the conversion tables into the money of 
the different states, ete. No dollar sign is used in the book 
and I am wondering in your research in the archives where you 
have determined the dollar sign was first used. 


Your letters are most fascinating and I also wish I had more 


—e to work on some of the pet projects which intrigue both 
OF UB~s« 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P,. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


8 Feb, 1956 


fear Mr.. Newman-- 


If you publish the following, please 
give me a small credit line, as I 
think this is new, J.F Atlee made 
dies for the Rahway Mint (N,J.) in 
1786-87. Proof: The same AL (bro- 
ken at top) and punches are 
found on many of the Rahway Mint 
Jersey coppers--e.g, obvs, 13, 1h, 
15, 16, 26, 28, 32, etc., ete., and 
on the obv, of 1787 IMMUNIS and 
many Vermont coins--Ryder 14, 16, 
18, 19, 21, 23, 2h, 29, and several 
others, It is also a matter of 
record (see Damon Douglas article 
in Proc, NJHS, 1946, about the ; 
First N.J. Mint) that Samuel Atlee 
brought suit against the Rahway 
coiners. I develop the above dis- 
covery at some length in the book 
on New Jersey cents, which has been 
completed and is in printer's 
hands. There is reason to believe 
that Maris 53-j, 62-63-q-r-s, dies 
were made by Benjamin Dudley, but 
no time to go into this here. 

Hope to see you before long--and 

ikewise. Begt-- 
your book lik 3 ee a. 


February 1h, 1956 


Me, Walter Breen 
Box 102 Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York . 


Dear Walter: 


I was very glad to hear frem you if even only a postal card 
and was particularly glad to hear from both you and My,Boyd 
that the New Jersey work will be published. 


I an very much interested in what you found with respect to the 
suit by Samuel Atlee against the New Jersey coincrs, I knew 
nothing about this suit and if you want to send me any inforne 
ation on it before publication, please feel free to ¢o G0. 


In your postal ecard you indieate to me that you would like a 
eredit line about Atlee making dies for the hahway Mint as 
proven by the breken "A" and the broken") ", Even Crosby points 
this out but, believe me, you will get credit for many more 
things in my book than you know, such as the Ste pngy hoard, 

some Vermont information, etc. 


My book on coppers has had a delay due to the fact that I wrote 
a@ separate article for AsiieS. on the Virginia coinage which 
they have had 6 months and I have just completed an article 
giving the history and description of ef counterfeit Continental 
currency. ; 


I heve discovered a very exciting thing in which your help will 
be appreciated. I think I have a candidate for who "ZeG,Fecit"™ 
is, In the dictionary of American Painters, Seulpters and — 
Engravers, by Mantle Fielding, published in 19 there is 
disted @ gentleman born in New Rochelle, lew York, in 1730, 

and whe was etill living in 1800, with the name Hlisha Gallaudet. 
fis advertisement as an engraver appears in the New York Mercury 
of “Nareh 5, 1759. The only thing he did which is mentimed in 
this dictionary is a portrait of Reverend George Whitfield in 
"The Life of Whitfield" published by Hodge & Shober, New York, 
177 and this engraving is described as poorly engraved, That 

is all I have found out so far. It is entirely possible that 
this gentleman left New York during the British occupation. 

God knowe the Continental dollar can be classified as a poor 
engraving job not only in the erudity of its art but inthe 
spacing of the letters, the errors in spelling, making dots into 


«fe February 1h, 1956 
Mre Walter Breen 


lines, ete, This is the only engraver I have evor found in 
Golonial America with the initials "5,.G." What I would Like 
to know ls if you would look in the Now York Public Library 
the next time you are there and gee whether this portrait 
done by "re Gallaudet, has any of the styling of the Contin- 
ental dollar or whether it is signed. I would also appreciate 
your sugcestions as to how we might run down any infornation 


about this man. It. would be a great pleasure for me to auntie 
this knot, 


Kindest regards. 


Sincerely, 


FRIC PP. WEWMAS. 


BPS/atb 


15 Feb, 1956 


Tear Mr, Newman: 


I am aware that Crosby pointed Out the significance of the broken A and N punches (the 
Vermont G is also found on these N.J, coppers); but I am not aware that he thade’the*in-~ 
ference that Atlee worked for the legitimate coihers, Rather, on p.288, he suggests that 
the Jerseys showing these signs were madé by Atlee -perhaps:as itinerant engraver, or at 
Newburgh, especially since Busiméell claimed that many of the Newbirgh coins "bore! a plough 
oncone 'sidé," My contributia ides in’ showing that during the first) six “months of°21787> 
Atlee must have doie‘vigtually all of the Rahway ‘Mint dies; probably begirining “in Decenber 
1786, and therefore: mtist have been légitimately employed by the: Rahway’ coiners, -prior°to 
his emnection with Machin's Mill, 


the New Jersey dies break dow as follows by engravers: (Maris numbers) 





Thomas: Wron 1786 Master dgnes F, Atlee ' Morristow Uncertain W.Mould 
Birmingham (Unidentified) at Rahway Master! (Rahway)ic- (at Morristowm) 
(B.Dudley??)  (2éox'3' men?) ~ ) 
Ubvs; 7,8,83 9 to 12, 22 13=16 ,21,°°. 17? 18-20, 23-1 6, 59-61 6h 
Revs, C,E,F G,H,1I,P,h,ge hh 2932: -3 53 36 37 is 6s, 65-6~7 
R? Q2° 2347 3322 © 38-9, L-2 5. 19-51 Revs, Do py 
16-17-73 62, 63 REVS , tuv 
. 52, 55, 68-9 q,r,8 MNO 
Unknewn N.Y, Connecticut AND PROBABIY XZfig 
engraver engraver eee 33 
54k 56-7-8 Revs. JLST G,..Rindle? 
Rev, n acdilw 
AND PROBABLY 
John Bailey KU Yem 
(N.Y..C.) 
7h-78 
bb ec dd 










My reasons for these assignments are complex ard fully enumez va 
"Obv, 85" is found in unique combination 64-C, in Garrett collection, For ey 25 stk 
Guttag book on N.J.'s3 the "214" is illustrated with Reverse R in 191 and the Std, Cat, 
h7Z-e is a new variety discovered by me, As for John Bailey, get a photo of a Brasher 
Doubloon and compare the quatrefoil punch and some of the letter and figure punches thereon 
with those on the "Fox Head" N.J,'s, ‘The Bailey affidavit in Crosby is what started me on 
that trail; the punch identities were not mentioned by Damon Douglas, but they seem convin- 
cing enough, ‘he "1786 Master" and "Morristown Master" may be the same individual, but the 
punch evidence is inconclusive, Benjamin Dudley is knamh to have sued the Rahway coiners 
to recover expenses for laborers, Will send ym quotes on this and on the Sanuel Atlee 

suit when I locate that accursed Proc,NJHS article (library closed every time + get oppor- 
tunity to search for its the volume is only to be found in Local History section which has 
limited hours), The "Connecticut Engraver" is the one responsible for many varieties of 
1788 Draped Busts, His distinctive mark is a peculiar large( (nearly closed), with other 
punches found on those Conn, coppers and the 56-7-8, I do not think he worked at Elizabeth- 
town, contra Damon Yougias, 


Sate |. 






The only really uncertain figure know to have been connected with the Rahway Mint is John 
Harper, (Se@sfinal section of my monograph on 1792 Patterns.) I have not been able to find 
reference to him in the Pme,NJHS article on the Rahway Mint, but Albion Cox testified to 
his tonnection with that mint, He may possibly be responsible for the "Uncertain Rahway" 
dies, Th,t he could engrave a die is known from the Jefferson (?) Cents incident; Boudinot 
must have thought highly of his work if he could induce Congress to vote him $100 as compen- 
sation for the dies! i 


Elisha Gallaudet is menticnéd in Scott1s ANS Monog. on Ctftg. in Colonial NY, page 126, 


}P was in N.Y, in 1767—-which is all I lear about him from that monograph, I shall look 
up the Whitfield portrait in NYPL 


3 also ask Paul Magriel for possible sources of infor- 
mation about him, : 


Vermonts: Recently acquired R-h-6-7/15-21-2h all in exceptional condition, ‘The last one 


has traces of original color; ex Brand. R-1l has a heavy break over tle head, not seen 
before on this variety; R-21 several advanced breaks, 


If I can locate decent exanples of 
der 3, 8, 9. (F-VF promised me), 20, 25 (promised me), camon 27 and almost unobtainable 
SB shall exhibit the group at oné of the Conventions coming up. ‘The cast (?) Rycer 5 
32-3 S now in my hands on approval but the price asked is very high and I am undecided whether 
to take it or not, Trouble is, this piece, cast or not, is the only one Séen with.a clearly 
legible date, Its low specific gravity and peculiar ring (high, sharp, rather short) could 
equally be accounted for by a bubble in the flan as often seen on the Vermonts, And if a. 
| cast, were any struck pieces made?. oh es: * Cai pe Ny rey ok ase 
A.N,S, = Ancient Numismatic Society. But perhaps I should not libel them, since their 
Most Exalted Supreme President, Louis C, West, most graciously cmdescended to write me 
a letter desiring to know if I would contribute an article to their Centennial Publicatim 
(scheduled for 1958), (I naturally accepted.) And before that ,» they paid me the compliment 
of reviewing my Gobrecht monograth in Num,lit, before it was two months old; the usual 
waiting time is two years, Maybe they are beginning to wake up to the fact that specialists 
in Americana occasionally have a little scholarship to their eredit--if go > your Virginia 
publication may be a bit expedited, I eagerly await it » the more So as I never saw any 


part of the MS, Query: I note that a pair of Va. dies are Supposedly kept in the musew 
of the Tower Mint, 


Is it possible these could be the "Penny" dies? And does not the presence 
of rust on three examples seen 1953-55 suggest that the dies were used in the 1780's or 90's 
(or later?) to make restrikes? 


Will look up what you wanted as soon as possible and write you the results, 


Best wishes, 








\\ lar \<U 
: {M THE SPIRIT OF PAUL seb 
No data whatever ¢ 


bale wise f cireul 
Coppers, let alont! them Zaluation 
before I800 is sa "i : 
sisted largely of Sf sh & Mex, fractions. 0 Min 
records of melting up of the coppers, We of course lnow 
that the 1,A.&éL. tokens were used as undertypes--but that 
is all, Where is Va. halfpenny article going to be 
published? ANS or NUMISMATIST? 


Dear Eric, 












Best, 


Weblr Bove. 


Merch 19, 1963 


Mr. Walter Breen 
202 Grove Street 
Berkeley 1:, Cxulif. 


Lear Walter: 


Thank you so much for your nice letter and will 
put your name as one of those woo ccoperated with 
respect to the silver Merk “Newby 


if you ksve aor 


reo 


ent the item tack to John yet 


would you look st it and tell me the relation- 

ship of the two sides. If the point of the crown 

on the o=verse coints to 12 'clectk and you -“Ss%n 
* - 


it on the vertical axis dees the fizure of St. 
tatrick poing clockwise asvorvt 10 derzrees or 20 
degrees? 


I have no ifea vwhetier the acimal inst under St. 
‘ 


Patrick's hand is e bird, or an inaseot, or what; 
and have described it in my article es a "jet 


Iam certainly looking forwerd to your article 
if Lee Hawitt will onbdlish it ang ~ aszree with 


you thet tne restrike problem is minor compared 
to the phony aueticon and other gales techniques. 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 
Ern/atb 
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NEW NETHERLANDS COIN CO., Inc. 


W NETHERLANDS COIN CO., Inc. 
NEW YORK, N., Y. 


NEW YORK, 










This old historic building, architecture of which 
was attributed to Robert Mills was opened J 
fall of 1837 at Charlotte, N. C., as 
UNITED STATES BRANCH MINT. T, 


F ee 
fs Roval Warrant 5/20/73 
: SU rth rate 
alfoennies; see Hocking's 
= Vimo ow TS 2 ama a AT MTGE 
work DI “12 MEDALS C OtALo bi 4 Suite 
WITQaRt G TI .2) t™ Tees 
PMV OoUE * ete ROY Pat MINT. ANDO yg 
has copy which is source of my 2 
re 
fad . 3 4 tC a vo 
formation, seen in 1951 as per 
- = 4 
now ~ ded ° Toke fi arms. Wilk ha AVES 
= o 
to go to ANS or NYPL to seek r 
aus a eet ~ a wah ae? 1°) 
xxact page refs, Penny(7)dies 8 
+ a z 
sti preserved,. 169); Blephant 
= atm a = Tat £ 
G iS Li KeW1LSE as late as 1 ) 3 
attrib. to Roettiers, Photos 
si ox eS | = ° 
of Vts. and my 4-D Nova will be 
senyTr s 2 a Fl bat anicc £ 9 
ied { : Thanks tor every. 


= 
b if. id diaries eon RUG. 
che U. jeoofi |m —deten wy. 
Gat us wale Decaas7t$-~ 





Eric P, Newsan 
Sec'y, Edison Bros,Stores 


315 Washington Ave. 
St. Louis 2, Mo. 


This is excellent. Several dozen cheers. 
A Mr, Edward ((fWoodyt) White sends his regards to you; 
he is a civil engineer who claims to have known you ¢a, 
1935. Ae 
Did you find out what happened to Lord Baltimore after 
he was called before the Council of State for coining? 
When you say "all other pre-Revolutionary coinages were 
unofficial token money" you imight mention the James IT 
1688 pewter 4d's as semi-except ions, as you did with tle 
Rosas, Also B¥XXMH 672,000 coins/2 die-pairs = 33600 
impressions per die-pair, not 3300. 
What do you know about the Pitt "halfpemy" and "farthirg' 
22? The Smithers story sounds unverifiable, How mmy 
"farthings' have you seen? Brass and copper or copper only? 
Best wishes 


Walter 


St. Louwis:2, Motes ee eee 






ALAA Ps 
LE EQRNI 4" 
AS 2 hy 


bu Sew 
. ¥ 





1. ST. LOUIS STAMP & COIN CO. >. 


B. G. JOHNSON, Prop. 
408 OLIVE STREET 


These Goods Are Sent on Consignment and Approval and the Title in the Consignor Does Not Pass Until They Are Paid For. 
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U.S.HALF CENTS --- ERIC P, NEWMAN 


gee a: an Une. red and olive gem 
1794 Gh Une. red small edge letters 
179h G9 Ex. fine. Large edge letters 
A- REV. 1795 G7 Ex. fine. Punctuated date. Pole to Cap. 
1795 @ 3 Fine. Punctuated date. Pole to Cap. Lettered edge 
PL. 1795 a5 Une. red. No pole 
1795 Gil Une. red. Pole, Lettered edge 
1796 @il Very good. Pole 
1797 Gh 1 over 1, Ex. fine 
L797 & 2 Very good. Lettered edge 
ater OY Une. olive 
1800 Une. red 
1802 Gil Fine 
1803. G 2 Une. red 
180, Gh Crosslet stems. Une. olive 
180h G 8 Crosslet spiked chin. Une, red 
180, G 3 Crosslet k stemless Unc,.olive 
180, G 2 Plain  Stemless. Unc. red 
180; Gil Plain h Stems Fine 
1805 G 2 Stems. Une. red 
1805 Gl Stemless. Unc. red 
1806 Gil Small 6. Stemless. Une, red 
1806 G 2 Small 6. Stems. Abt. Une. 
1806 G 3 Large 6, Stems. Une. red 


PL. 1807 Une. red 
1807 Une. red Gl 
Unc. dark olive 
Une. red 
Une. brown olive O inside 0 
1809 er 1806 Une. red GS 
PL. 1810 Une. red 


——o 

~ 

a 

Ge 09 Co 
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2aaag 
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3821) @ 1 Une. olive 

1833 '@ 2 Heavy die break Very fine 

1825 Gl Une. red 

1826 Gil Dark Red Proof 

1828 G 3 12 stars Une. chocolate 

1828 Gil 13 stars Brill red proof 

1829 Une. red 

1831 Large berries Brill Proof. Die break Reverse of 1832 
1832 Gil Une. red 

1833 Brill proof 

18 3h. Unc. red 

1835 G2 Une. red 

1836 Gil Large berries. Brill Proof. Rev. of 1835 
1836 G2 Small berries, ® rs am " 1840 
1840 Gil Large " n n 

18h1 Gil Large * " 8 

18h2 G 2 Small " " " 

18h3 Large n " n 

1844 Large 8 ’ " 

18h5 Small " n ” 

1846 Small * n fn 

187 Small * n " 

188 Large " n " 

1849 @ 3 Large date. Semi-proof 

18h9 Small date. Small berries, Brill. Proof 
1850 Une. red 

1851 Une. red 

1852 Small Berries. Brill. Proof 

1853 Une. purple 

185) Une. some red 

1855 Unc. red 

1856 Brilliant proof 

1857 Purple proof 

1856 Copper Nickel Proof AW 216 

1795 GS over Talbot Allum & Lee Une 

1797 G 3 over ” " ees ee, ily 

1803 Gil Die break or scratch Une. 

1809 G 3 Une. red 

1811. @ 2 Perfect Brilliant Red Proof: 

18 33 Purple proof 


18h6 Small berries Une. but corroded 
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U.S.HALF CENTS --- ERIC P, 


Unc. red and olive gem 


Une. red small edge letters 


NEWMAN 


Bx. fine. Large edge letters 
Ex. fine. Punctuated date. Pole to Cap. 


Fine. Punctuated date. Pole to Cap. Lettered edge 


Unc. red. No pole 


Une. red. Pole. Lettered edge 


Very good. Pole 
fine 
Very good. Lettered edge 
Une. olive 


lL over l 


Une ° red 
Pine 
Unc. red 


EX. 


Crosslet stems. Unc. olive 


Crosslet hk spiked chin. Unc. red 
Grosslet  stemless Unc.olive 
Plain  Stemless. Une. red 

Plain h Stems 
red 


Stems. Une. 


Stemless. Unc. red 


Fine 


Small 6. Stemless. 
Small 6. Stems. Abt. Une. 
Large 6, Stems. 


Une. red 


1807 Une. red 
Une. dark olive 


Une. red 


Gl 


Une. brown olive 


Une. 
Une. red 


red 


Une. olive 
Heavy die break 


Unc. red 


a) 


Dark Red Proof 


12 stars 
13 stars 
Une. red 


Large berries Brill Proof. Die break Reverse of 1832 


Une. red 


Brill proof 


Une. red 


Une. red 


Large berries. Brill Proof. 
Small berries. 


Large 
Large 
Smail 
Large 
Large 
Small 
Small 
Small 
Large 


Unc. 
Brill 


Une. red 


Unc. red 


0 inside 


Very fine 


chocolate 
red proof 


Large date. Semi-proof 
Small date. Small berries, 


Une. red 
Une. red 


Small Berries. Brill. Proof 


Unc. purple 


Une. some red 


Unc. red 


Brilliant proof 


Purple proof. 

Copper Nickel Proof A W 216 
over Talbot Adlon * kee 
8 


Die break or Mabete | 


over 


Une. red 


Perfect Brilliant Red Proof 


Purple proof 


Small berries 


Unc. but corroded 


0 


Rev. of 1835 


160 


Brill. Proof 


: o 
The Fairfield County Hoard; Catalogue Gncfusive of Th putes Stade sald bebore T bawd led Wie honed 


GREAT BRITAIN etc. Rodovad aad sf 2. 
Poe ge 


. NOVA EBORAC, Mailed bust r. 112 er. Crosbyp3l1 #2, Fig. 86, Pl.VIII #11. Fine, \_Witee 


eer 


. irish halfpenny counterfeit of Geo, II. Illegible date, Worn. 115 ers. 

--19, Similar obverses of Geo, II. ® BRITANNIA, dates mostly 1736-4(9?), partly illegible. 
Wes, 100 3/4 to 165 grains, The seven or eight heaviest specimens, those weighing 
over 130 grains, are all crude brass casts3 the rest are all counterfek&ts struck 
in copper from false dies, All worn, 

20-25, GEO, IIL REX with various punctuations, Irish halfpenny counterfeits, Dates 

176(2?)==-178(1?) mostly partly illegible, Weights of five, 71 to 123% grains; 

the sixth, 140 grains, but the die work is crude enough to condemn this one too. Worn, 

26-51, Similar obverses. # BRITANNIA and dates 1771-1775 inclusive, 

Three are dated 1771, one 1772, three 1773, four 1774, eighteen 1775. 

No two abe from the same dies, though all of 1771-2-3 are from similar enough work- 
manship to have been by the same artists, also their preservation is the same--did 
they come over from Birmingham in the same keg? 

ts. 90--127 grains, plus one 177) ef 1483 and one 1775 of 137% grains. 

On both the latter the portraiture and die work gererally are quite superior to the 
rest, though not mateHing the average on genuine coppers of these dates. 

With these two possible exceptions, all contemp. counterfeits. Good to vf. vik. 

55-57. Type similar to last, but date 1776, workmanship exceedingly like that on the Vries 


Ww ho 


1771-2-3 (Nos, 26-33); weights 1162, 118 (sp. CEORCIVS!) and 1192 grains. Fine. 
(NB--The CEORGIVS is NOT the Atlee type--the C is not the Vermont punch.) 

5€-60. Illegible, wts, 96, 99, 120 grains; Alitefehakfperiny size, last mentioned is definitely 
a Britannia type Geo.III halfpenny or counterfeit. Poor, 


Tae ." a typejerthacal Etre, in he. avtiths. : "SiGe" , Qnd bie of 24 7 p. tt, phantl tee) Bi AR 


} re il trated% as "Machin's Halfpenny", muled with the same die later used on the Vermont- 


NEW YORE (MACHIN'S MILL) AND CONNECTIGUT 


63-63. Geo. III Rex, mailed bust r., etc, Date 1778. Three from same pair of dies. 

ian Workmanship, letter & fig. punches, fabric (texture of copper) identical with the 
pieces to follow, Heads not from either a Vt. or Ct. hub. Wgts. 8h to 1003 ers., 
lightest one clipped. Mint State, as are all following except noted. 


64-66, Three more of identical workmanship, abl from a single slightly differing pair of 


shod dies dated 1757, Remarks as above, Wts. range 107;--118% egrns. 
67-69. As last. Three very slightly differing obverses, one same as the die Kurth illus- 


BRITAN'IA piece Ryder 13._ Small die flaw just over hedd and pointing southwest. 
Ves As above. 9hz, 117%, 1183 grains. 
70-73. As last, one pair of, dies very slightly differing, date 1788, First three range 
A 


rity die doom 96g--112 grns; fourth, 137serains.(!) Stisdat (188 wvaenally 


7h-75. 1785. CONNECTICUT. M.3°F>. 157 and 13 grains, Unlerr nabed odd ere fief edrnd mere. bd 
76-77. M.34F*, 139 and 133 grains, latter worn, Pry stoma. 

Tee Similar, ¥.3°B. ‘113 grains, 

79-80. Hob Cs Wes, 133 (vf) and 12) 3/h, agu.,defective flan, 

a8. M.63G+, 131% grains. 


82. 7&9. M.3-Dl, 115 grains, Sl. damage, probably mace by gravel in the kettle at 
83-4. Mel-G. 182% (as last), 159% (worn, double-struck). Z (burial. 
85. Unlisted muling. Obv. h“, Rev. G, Fine, poorly struck. R. 147% grains, 

86. M,SeH, 12h gr, 

87. M.5°I, 126 3/, gr, Fine, defective planchet, 

88. M.5¢L (formerly g1ey) , Worn, 134 gr. 

89, M.S4@L. l2hd er. Very slight damage as on No. 82. 


90. M.5°M, 118% er. 

91-93, M5 Fy 121, 13h5 (fine), 1514 grns., last defective planchet, all poorly struck. 
9h. ¥.5°B*. 147 gers. Demage like No. 82. 

9546, M.5+9L, 128 and 129; grse, latter worn, former shows "suction marks" on obv. 


r Ka cth Ah (73 b (les of Ricks hase ma Vt. Conape 


| 
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97. : similar, M, WR. 113 3/4 ers., worn, damaged like No. 82. 
98-9, Similar, M5775. Wts, 102 and 136% grains, Not bad but wretchedly struck, 
NsB. No*Speeimen . from these dies known to me shows a complete impression of either 
obverse or reverse, and ng completely foolproof bestia: < gce has been heretofore avail- 
able. Miller-Ryder's nln is the same die as their 5+ , but with the heavy die break, 
The correct description.to follow is covpiled from all four specimens I have seen-- 
ANS-Canfielg,'s 5-+, "5-7," and the two from the hoard. 
Obv. 5*, with rev, S,, AUCTORI: CONNEC; Head from same hub as all 1786-type h 
and 5 except 54, 5°, 5°, Legend very wide, particularly AU andcC TO. I slants 
left. First colon slants r.,lower dot partly below base arclines upper dot low, its 
underside level with center of I. CO distant from head; NE closer than other 
letters, Final C and colon tilted left, C dightly low, upper dot low, lower dot 
mach nearer C than shoulder, Lower fillet points between C and colon, Milling 
unusually fine, short. 
One seen has a large semicircular flaw (sunken area or break?) abt. 8 mn, wide, 
from edge to shoulder; Miller-Ryder's "Obv. ol 1 


Rev. 5, with obv. sl, INDE: ET-LIB. Date wide, line above it double with the 
lower stroke heavier, lines diverging to right. Branch hand points at D and slight- 
ly left; branch thick and stubby, with five undersized leaves on each side and 

one at top. From the bottom, the first and fourth left are detached, and the 

fous th right has an engraver's scratch at its end, Top of branch points a minus- 
cule rt. of period. Wide INDE, the IN being a trifle closer, First colon 
upright, extremely close to E; upper dot very low, opposite center of E; lower 

dot norihal, First E blocked in on all specymens seen. Pole hand touches second 

E; pole has minute Liberty cap and touches border which is mde of extreme ly 

fine short denticles, T cut over some other letter, whose traces show at sides, 
Dot or short hyphen between T-L high and midway. LIB closé. Upper dot of last 
colon bpposite center of B; B midway upper dot and I. Colon slants left, and its 
lower dpt well over half on shield, B almost touches shield. Sword hilt and 
guard plain under elbow; hilt points to left half of the T. 


100-2, 1787. M.2=-B. 132, 142%, 146% ers., second vf, third defective flan. 
103. Similar, 8-0. 108 grs., fine. 


10h. 9-D. 116 grs., trace clipping at mint. 
105. 9-E, 132 grs., damage like No.82, defective flan. 
106, 9-R, 11) ers. 


107. 114E. 163. 
108. 11°K. 146. Vf., double-struck, 


109. Ui-B, 117 ers., slight}y clipped. ae 
pias 20<{a¢, but without the diebreak described by Miller, 13 ers. 
pbs Bi 26eal, Flan defect at edge. 1173. 2” 


112-3, 3ittget, 13) and 143 grs. Former flan defect, latter damage like No.82. 
1h, 3223, 118 3/4 ers. 

ght Be ae 155 3/h grs. 

116. 32 136 grs. VF, but planchet puorly cut out. 
1g we, 149%, AXP. 

1164120, 332212, Wes. 1164, 13 3/k, 129%, first two XF. 
127, 336217, 135 3/4 ers. Fine, 

122. 33°KK. 136%, XF plus. 

123, Baie): Bes eae 

12), 33/4, 153 ers. 

12. 339s°, Fine, defective flan, 11k ers. 

126. 331071. Wt. 9g Defective flan. 

122. eee 2 wt. 1022. 

128, 3322210, we, 1132 ers. 


130. 332321, clipped. 130 ers. Xf. 
131. 33,pl 155 3/h ers. ¥f, defective flan. 
4, 160% ers. 
133-h, 3322r', 13 and 135 3/4 ers, latter VF. 
3316715, 136% and 137, latter VF and defective fan. 
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137, Similar. M.331?rl, Clipped, wt. 13hg ers. 

138, 33+/ee°. 130% grs. Double-struck. 

13900. 332921, 139 3/h and 122 grs., both VF, both on defective flans. 

ii. | 3328211, 6 ers. 

Wie, 3326216, wts. 115 3/h (defective flan), 1282, 129 3/4, 163 3/4. First and third 


ly VF; fourth on very irregular, not pound, heavy planchet similar to following. 


16-8, 3332213, 139 3/4, 135% (fine), 1y23 (fine). First two on irregular planchets like 
% the last mere hunks of metal showing the outer rim of the dies. 

149. aa ‘ee 1265. 

180, 330922. 137 ers. 

15h. 371cc}, ie but weight, extraordinary, 170 grains, 

. 158s ers. 

15303 « 37,44 ie ae and 1664 grs., first and third on defective flans. 

We. See) eee a 

159.60. 37LL. 150, and 12 a latter vf. 

161-2. 37’e. 1535 and 120 3/4. 

163-. 37ller*, Wes. 132% (vf) and 171} grains, extraordinary, last on sl. defective flan, 

165. 3741n. 1318 grs., vf, planchet rough and defective. 

166, 38-12, AUCIORI, 1362, fine, 

ro a ary oe ie 3/4, both vf. 

+ . jleLie ° 

170; Lh-wW. 1074 ers. 

Bie a 4,6-BB. 133, fine, damaged like N_. 82. 

1$20h. 53-FF. 1063, 112 B/hy Aou, alt ve. 


175. 1788. 9-B._ 133 grs. Perfect whe. 
176-7. 1788. 12+F1. 1053 and 10) 3/h, former perfect, latter sl, clipped and on imperf, 


flan, 
178. 1788 4 es. 123 grains. Ferfecb unc. All the 1788's have original mint rec. 


179-180. Vt. Ryder 13's, both extremely worn, wets, approx. 90 grs, Second hag immense 
diebreak where date should have been, See note below, 
781, (1788) Ryder 27. Fine. 106 grs. Gimit 


I have very serious doubts that these three pieces originally belonged with the hoard, 

They were show to me along with the hoard, but were not in the bag which contained the 
other 178 pieces described; and their condition does not nearly approach that of ang of the 
1787-88 coins authentically from that find, Were the Nos, 179-80 actually from this 


hoard, I should expect their condition to have matched that of Nos, 57-69 which have the 
identical die for reverse. 


Discounting, therefore, these pregumable interpolations to the hoard, we have 178 pieces 
known to have come from the iron kettle in Stepney. 


New varieties of Connecticuts I have seen: 


1785. Obv. 32, Rev. L. Unique.AbFine, 126 3/) grains. Stack. 


1786, Obv. 4°, Rev. G, Unique. Fine, poorly struck, 1474 ers. Fairfield hoard, 
1787. Obv. 33°, Rev. Z, Unique. Better than fine, i own collection. 

New obv. die of type 33 (3346 so-called), rev. Z ANS-Canfield. 

56-XX, See descr, in March 1928 NUMISMATIGT--same variety. ANS-Canfield. 


Have NOL seen Mp. Luther's "3345EE" or "1786, 5-T" described in 3/1928 NUMISMATIST: 
do you know where they are or if they have been discredited? 


Do you know of any other unlisted varietied@, be they new dies or new mings? 


